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@bhe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, NOVEMBER 24, 1866. 
—_—_>—-—- 

A DEPUTATION from the Incorporated Law Society, 
consisting of Mr. Alfred Bell (president), Mr. John Young, | 
Mr. William Williams (members of the council), Mr. P. 
‘W. Rogers, Mr. E. W. Field, and Mr. E. W. Williamson 
(secretary), had an interview with the Right Hon. the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, at his official residence in 
Downing-street, on Monday last. 

We believe that the subject of discussion was the appli- | 
cation of the large annual surplus derived from the fees 
payable by th¢ suitors in the superior courts of common | 
daw. The deputation was understood to urge that the 
Treasury ought not to carry out their expressed inten- 
tion of depriving the judges of the discretion now vested | 
in them by law of reducing or altering the fees | 
with a view to lighten the burden on the suitors, and | 
that no step should be taken by her Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment which would have the effect of charging such fees | 
with the compensation allowances for abolished offices | 
now payable, by the several Acts of Parliament, out of | 
the Consolidated Fund. 

We believe we are correct in adding that the deputa- 
tion assured the Chancellor of the Exchequer that their | 
desire was not to embarrass the Government, but to 
-assist in bringing about a just arrangement between the 
treasury and the suitors generally, by which should be 
‘defined once for all what was to be paid by suitors and 
~what was to be paid by the Consolidated Fund. 

It would appear that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
expressed his intention of giving the subject his best 
consideration. . 





WE DESIRE, before reiterating our own views on the 
‘proposed increase of the Bench of Judges, to put our 
readers, as far as we can, in possession of all that has been 
' said on the subject in any quarter deserving of attention. 
For this purpose we not only publish to-day Mr. 
Tagart’s valuable paper, which will be found in another 
‘column, but also wish to call attention to the following 
letter, which has appeared in the Zimes :— 

Sir,—The attention of the public having been called to 
this subject by the able article in the Times of the 13th 
inst., I venture to think that the scheme suggested of ap- 
pointing three extra Judges to the existing courts is inade- 
quate to the present wants of the country, and that we 
really want five more Judges ; in other words another court. 
For besides the assize work the other business of the courts 
must be considered, and there is ample work in Banco, and 
also at the sittings at Westminster and Guildhall for four 
. courts, 

The Times of the 12th of July last, under the heading of 
the Court of Common Pleas, contains the following para- 
graph, which is so important that I am induced to set it out 
in eactenso. 


“Sitting after Trinity Term at Guildhall.—Yesterday 
‘was the last day of these sittings, and to-day by the courtesy 
of Mr. Erle, the associate, we are enubled to give our usual 
analysis of the cause list, showing, as it does, the enormous 
increase in the business of this court, and consequently in 
the labours of the learned Judges, two of whom have been 
sitting at Nisi Prius every day until called away to the cir- 





cuits. At the commencement of the sittings there were 166 
special and 128 common jury causes for trial. Of the special 
jury causes, 26 were tried, 40 withdrawn; 23 made re- 
manets; by the parties, in ten commissions were issued, two 
were stayed, in two cases there was no record, leaving from 
58 to 63 untried. The latter figures include the cases in the 
paper for yesterday. Of common juries 45 were tried, 33 
withdrawn, seven made remanets by the parties, in two 
commissions were issued, two were stayed, in nine there 
was no record, one was struck out,.leaving 29 untried. 
The deduction from these figures is that, at the next sittings 
at Guildhall in December, there will be a list of about 135 


| renanets, besides new cases, always supposing that none 
| are settled in the meantime, and including the cases which 


await the return of the commissions to examine wit- 


| nesses.” 


If this is the state of one of the three present existing 


' courts, is not a fourth needed ? 


If this plan of having a fourth court were carried out the 


| distinction existing between the courts of common law 
| might with advantage be abolished. Almost all the separate 


jurisdictions have already, from time to time, been done 
away with. 

This would tend to economy, and in the new Palace of 
Justice one set of offices would do for the issuing of writs 


| and one set of masters for all the courts. 


There is another advantage which might be gained by this 
plan—viz., that the Bar might select their courts, as in the 
Court of Chancery. This might be easily accomplished if 


; Lancashire is made a separate circuit, as there would be 
| then eight circuits (for North and South-Wales are really 
; only one), and two circuits might be attached to each of thé 


four courts, and motions for new trials should be made in 
the particalar court to which the circuit was attached, the 
Judge who went the circuit, if not attached to the particular 
court, sitting a day or two in that court for the purpose of 
assisting the Court on the subject. 

I trust, also, that the Government will be induced to con- 
sider the question of the alteration of the legal year. We 
want at least three proper Civil Assizes in large towns like 


| Liverpool, Manchester, Leeds, and Birmingham, and the 


Winter assizes, as at Y apy held, are simply a mockery, 
because they are held at the same time as the sittings at 
=e and consequently the leaders of the circuit cannot 
attend. 

I feel sure the importance of the subject will be sufficient 
apology: for the length at which I have written. I am, 
Sir, your obedient servant, L. 

Liverpool, Nov. 13. 


On the same subject we remark a series of articles in 
the Morning Post, to the effect that “before Her 
Majesty’s ministers determine upon submitting to Par- 
liament a measure for the appointment of three additional 
common law judges, they will do well to consider the 
general state of the judicial business of the country 
as administered by existing tribunals.” They suggest 
that a generai inquiry be made into the various courts, 
including the state of business in the Court of Chancery, 
especially in connection with winding-up eases, which 
should, they think, possibly result in the appointment 
of a fourth Vice-Chancellor, with exclusive jurisdiction 
in winding-up and bankruptcy cases. 

With reference to the overcrowded condition of our 
common law courts they ask— 

Will the addition of one judge to each of the three 
common law courts afford a sufficient remedy ? The inconve- 
nient arrangement of some of the circuits, as well as the 
delays and a a denials of justice which occur from the 
postponent of trials from one assize to another, must be ad- 
mitted, and no doubt a re-arrangement of the circuits with 
three additional judges to work them would be a sensible 
improvement. But the chief evil to be provided against 
is this—that persons residing in the great centres of popu- 
lation, wealth, and industry, have to travel a very consider- 
able distance, and to incur needless expense in the pursuit 
of justice. The county courts now exercise an important 
equity jurisdiction.* The district courts of bankruptcy dis- 

nse another branch of law, and the tendency of modern 
legislation has undoubtedly been to afford facilities for the 
local administration of justice. It certainly appears 


*We think It would be more accurate to say “* possess ;” they can 
hardly be said to exercise it.—Ep, S. J, 
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monstrous that persons residing in Liverpool or Leeds should 
be compelled to send their cases and witnesses toa distant 
place for trial, it is therefore suggested that judges with 
civil jurisdiction to any amount should be appointed for dis- 
tricts of the same extent as the present country bankruptcy 
districts. These jadges might be called ‘associate iadges 
with salaries of £3,000 a-year each. Thus there will be an 
associate judge for Neweastle-upon-Tyne, for Liverpool, for 
Manchester, for Birmingham, for Leeds, for Bristol, and 
Exeter. At present every divorce and probate cause must 
be heard in the Court of ‘Aunhasiie provision of the law 
which entails great trouble and expense to suitors who live 
in the country. The associate judge, therefore, ought to 
have jurisdiction in divorce and probate causes, and he 
might also have transferred to him the jurisdiction now 
exerrcised by the district Commissioners in Bankruptcy. 


AMONG THE MANY hardships arising from the law 
and bankruptcy at present existing ia this country, one 
even amounting, we think, to an injustice, has lately 
received an illustration which we desire to call to the 
attention of those who have it in hand to amend the 
bankruptcy laws. In the caseof Palmer v. Kingston 
assignees of a bankrupt sought to recover the sum of 
£200 from the National Provincial Bank of England, 
which had, without knowledge of the bankruptcy, paid 
the money across the counter. The sum in question was, 
at the date of the filing of the petition in bankruptcy, 
standing to the credit of the bankrupt’s account with 
the bank in question, and on the third of the present 
month the customer was duly adjudicated a bankrupt, 
but the bankruptcy was not gazetted until the 10th 
inst. In the meantime a cheque for the amount was 
signed and presented by the bankrupt himself and paid. 
Judgment was given for the plaintiff, and the bank has 
to sustain the loss. 

It is not too much to say that this is an injustice. 
If the banker refuse to pay, the customer, if not bank- 
rupt; has an action for the refusal, and yet if he pay 
le may have to pay twice, by reason of a proceeding 
of which he had, and in the nature of things could have, 
no notice. Surely the doctrine of relation might not 
affect bond fide payments made to a bankrupt before the 
time his bankruptcy appears in the Gazette, at any rate 
where such payments could, but for the bankruptcy, 
have been enforced at law. Of course a dishonest bank- 
rupt might use the opportunity thus afforded him to de- 
fraud his creditors in the interval between the adjudica- 
tion and the notice in the Gazette. This, however, re- 
duces the matter to the old question on which, of two 
innocent persons, a loss sustained by the fraud of a third 
should fall, and we fail to see the justice of throwing it 
upon those who have not, rather than those who have, 
reposed confidence in the unworthy object. 


THE InpDUSTRIAL ScHOOLS AcT, 1866, has. already 
placed more than one metropolitan magistrate in a di- 
lemma, and opinions have been expressed respecting 
some of its provisions which are far from complimentary 
to the legislators who have expended their time and 
trouble for the benefit of vagabond children. The par- 
ticular section of the Act referred to (29 & 80 Vict. c. 
118), which has fallen into disrepute is the 19th, which 
enacts that a magistrate may, whilst inquiry is being made 
respecting a school to which a child may be sent, makeand 
sign an order directing the child to be taken to the work- 
house of the union or parish and to be detained therein at 
the cost of that union or parish for a time not exceeding 
seven days, until he is discharged or sent to aschool. Now 
it is obvious that as the object of sending the child 
to an industrial school is to prevent his going to 
prison for a crime, so the object of his intermediate deten- 
tion in the workhouse is to avoid his being contaminated 
by the influences of the interior of a gavl; and therefore 
the course prescribed by the recent statutes is very 
desirable, is well calculated to assist the object in view, 
and is, upon the whole, less expensive than a remand to 
prison. . 





Unfortunately, while the Legislature provided the way 
of preventing crime, they have failed to provide the. 
means to carry out the system of prevention, and the re. 
sult arrived at is simply that there is no mode of effec. 
tually detaining in a workhouse any children whom 
magistrate may choose to order to be detained there for 
the purposes of this Act. ‘ 

At the Thames Polite Court last week, several children 
were brought up before the sitting magistrate 
under the 14th section of the Act referred to, with being- 
“apparently under the age of fourteen years, and being 
found begging or receiving alms, either actually or under 
the pretext of selling or offering for sale” some small 
article, such as lucifers or fusees, and were, after inquiry, 
sent to Feltham Industrial School for three years; but, 
during the time inquiries were being made, they had been 
detained for a few days in the Stepney Union Work- 
house. When the children were finally brought before: 


-the magistrate to receive their sentence (as we suppose 


the paternal care of a benevolent Government must be 
designated), the master of the workhouse, addressing the 
magistrate, wished to know whether boys sent to the 
union for temporary detention should be treated as 
paupers or prisoners. If the former, he could not be re- 
sponsible for their safe custody, as the yards and exer- 
cising grounds were exposed; if the latter, he must lock 
them up, or take their clothes away and keep them in 
bed. He should not like to incur a penalty if boys sent: 
to the union for begging made their escape. He only 
wanted rules for his guidance and to know his responsi- 
bilities, and he wished to know how far the board of 
guardians would be liable if boys escaped, and whe- 
ther he should be liable to pecuniary penalties if such 
an event occurred. Mr. Partridge, the sitting magis- 
trate, declined to answer these questions, saying that the 
guardians and the master of the workhouse must judge 
for themselves. 

A very similar scene occurred, three days afterwards, 
at the Westminster Police Court, where three boys were 
brought up, under the same Act, charged with begging. 
It appeared that, in order to keep these boys safe in the 
workhouse, the master had kept them in bed the whole 
time without clothes, and they had, as a matter of ne- 
cessity, to go naked into an open stone court-yard. The 
master declared that he had no alternative as he had no 
other means of detaining the boys than by keeping them 
without clothes, so that they could not escape. Before 
he adopted these measures, two boys, remanded from 
Bow-street, escaped from the house; one of them climbed 
a wall fifteen feet high, ran along it, and got into the 
street, and so little assistance did he (the master of the 
workhouse) get from the public, that when the nurses 
called from the workhouse window that he had escaped, 
a woman actually took hold of the boy’s hand and helped 
him to run away. He had since been informed. by Mr. 
Vaughan, the magistrate, that he was liable to an in- 
dictment, and that the law should be put. in force if 
another boy escaped. 


WE THINK IT. BIGHT, in publishing the following 
(which has obtained so wide a circulation. that it. ought 
not to be passed over by us in silence), to add that we have 
good reason for believing that the report, if not: utterly 
unfounded, is at least: premature :— 

It would not create surprise if, in the judiciary changes 
now being effected, the Government should feel called upon 
to avaaine the judiciary element in the House of Lords. 
We believe that the Ministry have already ~been urged in 
this direction by the legal profession, which holds it of 
aaron importance that this Suprme Court of Appeal 

rom other courts of justice should be constituted relatively 
to the ie functions which it is its province to discharge. 
It is well known that by custom Peers who have held high 


judicial office alone vote in judicial cases ; and, ‘without 
“the slightest disparagement of the ptesent law Lords, it 
seems that an accession of strength would be hailed by the 


profession as an acquisition. It is maintained that, as the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Lords extends over cases 
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t on writs of error from Courts of Law, or on petition 
from the Equity Courts, their decision not unfrequently 
involves immense interests, and such as should be intrusted 
to a tribunal of undoubted strength as well as 
qnbiased judgment. The creation of two new legal Peers 
would fill up the presumed Zacuna in our Final Court of 
Appeal ; and if the Government become convinced of the 
esentiality of the change which is urged upon them, there 
js said to be little doubt who will be honoured by elevation 
to the House of Lords. The acknowledged ability of Lord 
Chief Baron Kelly, his sound legal erudition, his 80 years’ 
nearly pulaerrayeed ena ya services, and his official 
jence as Solicitor-General and Attorney-General under 
the Peel and Derby administrations, together with the high 
essional distinction and rare talents of Lord Justice 
at once mark them out as the most probable 
members, who, by the universal acclamation of the Bench 
and the Bar, will go to augment the judiciary court in 
which Lord Westbury is considered now to exercise too 
absolute a sway.—Globe. 


THE MODELS and drawings of the New Palace of Jus- 
tice will be exhibited shortly in a temporary building 
now being erected in New-square. 


Mr. LOWNDES, whose interesting paper on the subject 
of improvements in the Court of Chancery appeared some 
time ago in this Jpurnal, has lately renewed in the 
public press the proposal which he submitted last year 
to the Metropolitan Law Association. He says, in a 
letter which has appeared in the Morning Post :— 

Iwould urge that four more Vice-Chancellors should be ap- 
pointed, viz., one attached to each of the existing courts, so 
that one judge could sit in chambers and superintend the 
working out of the decrees and orders (especially winding-up 
orders), while the others sat in court. This plan would not 
H the present very convenient arrangement made by 
the Queen’s counsel of selecting a court in which they prac- 
tise. I would not propose to increase the number of chief 
clerks, but attach one to each Vice-Chancellor instead of 
two, as at present, That it was the intention of the Legis- 
lature that the Vice-Chancellors should sit in chambers for 
the purpose of working out their own decrees is manifest to 
anyone who reads the Act of Parliament by which the old 
masters were abolished and chief clerks appointed. This is 
the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 80and 86. Bythe blue book of judicial 
statistics for last year, it would ap that the ameunt 
weep & area into the Court of Chancery in the year 
eding October 1, 1865, was £18,559,386 10s. 8d., and 

id out £17,864, 414 2s. 10d. ; the ter portion of these 

sums of money is really dealt with by these chief 

in chambers, and the amount received in the shape 
of fees from suitors was £100,121 1s. 9d. Surely, then, there 
need not be an outcry at the expense of four new Vice- 
Chancellors, which would only cost the country £20,000 
ayear more. I am satisfied the extra-dispatch, ard the 
much more satisfactory manner in which the business of 
the Court would be transacted, would lead to an increase 
of business, and consequently of fees, which would soon 
more than compensate for the expenditure it would entail. 


Ir IS UNDERSTOOD that the Bar Mess of the Home 
Cireuit: will entertain the Solicitor-General at dinner, on 
Friday next, at the Albion Tavern. 


THE JURY assembled on the inquiry into the death of 
three children by suffocation at the fire in the Hamp- 
ttead-road have, to some extent, vindicated the right of 
the public as against the police, to estimate human life as 
tf more value than property. From the published evi- 
dence it appears that the instructions given to the police 
ite insufficient to insure due protection to life. If no 
lives are lost at a fire, the constable in charge gets twenty 

, Otherwise he receives nothing. As soon as a 
fire takes place, the policeman on the beat is to take 
charge of the door and to send for the fire engines, but 
the fire escape is to find its way to the spot as best it can. 
h taking charge of burning premises the responsibility 
Tests on the policeman to ascertain that none of the in- 
Mates remain in the building; but though the instruc- 


lions require the police to save life, when a foolish or 
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wilful constable chooses to bar the door, and neither to 
enter in himself nor permit others who may be desirous 
of saving life todo so (as happened in the case under 
inquiry), no sufficient means to insure due obedience to 
his instructions seem to be provided. The verdict of the 
jury appears to have been technically, at least, inconsis- 
tent with itself; for though they found, in effect, that 
the children had met with their death through the cul- 
pable negligence of the policemen, they added that they 
did not mean to imply that these policemen ought to be 
committed on a charge of manslaughter. This is only 
another instance added to many a previous one, of the 
unfitness of medical coroners (or other laymen) to deal 
with the points of law and practice which continually 
arise. Dr. Lankester ought, on receiving this verdict, to 
have committed the two constables for trial for man- 
slaughter, as, of course, without any communication with 
the jury. The question of the effect of the instructions*® 
would properly have been raised, in case of conviction, by 
motion in arrest of judgment, and if no other good pur- 
pose had been gained, the proceedings might, at least, 
have led to their reformation. But of that hope we have 
probably been deprived by Dr. Lankester. 





It HAS BEEN bruited at Westminster Hall (but we 
cannot vorch with what truth) that the common law 
judges approved of the suggesticn that an additional 
judge should be appointed to each of the three courts. It 
is further rumoured that at the commencement of the 
session of Parliament the Government will introduce a 
measure on the subject. An idea prevailed that Mr. 
Selwyn, Q.C., would be the new Solicitor-General. The 
Sunday Gazette however, assigns that post to Mr. Kars- 
lake, Q.C. There is no doubt that soon after the present 
term several legal changes willtake place. It may be men- 
tioned, without giving any credence to the rumour, that it 
is imagined Lord Justice Turner will resign, and that the 
Attorney-General, Sir John Rolt, will be his successor. 
It may be assumed that before, or by Christmas, there 
will be several new appointments in the equity and 
common law courts. 


Mr. RicHarD GARTH, Q.C., and Mr. W. W. Pocock, of 
Uplands, have issued addresses to the electors of Guild- 
ford, in anticipation of th2 elevation of the Solicitor- 
General to the bench, 7 





RAILWAY INSOLVENCY.—II. 

The question to what we are indebted for the spectacle 
of insolvent railway companies having been discussed in 
our last number, we propose now to redeem in part the 
promise there given, and to consider the effects of this in- 
solvency upon the shareholders, debenture and bond- 
holders, and general creditors, including in the latterclass 
all creditors otherwise than by debentures or bonds. 
Whether our theory of the causes of insolvency be correct 
or not, is, for our immediate purpose, practically im- 
material; but what we include in, and mean by, the term 
“ingolvency,” must necessarily be determined before we 
proceed further, and the more so because the repealing 
clauses of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, have rendered it vague 
even when applied to individuals. Corporations, like 
persons, may be, and frequently are, embarrassed, without 
notoriously losing credit; and may, and do frequently, defer 
payment of all but the most urgent claimsupon them, 
without being ranked among those who cannot pay if 
they would. It is understood in these cases that pro- 
vision for all claims cannot be made except at a sacrifice, 
which circumstances do not require, and, relying on this, 
the more indulgent and less needy creditors are content 
to wait. There is, however, one class of creditors which 
a railway company never fails to pay so long as it can, 
whatever the sacrifice may be, and we cannot be wrong 
in saying that when those creditors are unpaid it is be- 
cause payment isimpossible. We will, therefore, without 
attempting a precise definition, take the non-payment 
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by a railway company of its debenture debt, whether 
principal or interest, as the test of insolvency. 

Assuming, then, that some given railway company, 
with the usual array of ordinary and preference share- 
holders, debenture and bondholders, and general creditors, 
has fulfilled this condition, let us consider the effect on 
these several classes of persons interested in its property. 

_ The effeet on the shareholders is simple enough, and may 
be dismissed in a few words. They are ex concessis with- 
out dividend, their shares are scarcely marketable, no 
legal proceedings which they can initiate will protect 
their property, which is attacked on all sides, and they 
can do little more than appoint a committee of investig‘a- 
tion, and receive and be guided by their disastrous report, 
accompanied by the assurance that a solid property still 
remains, and may, notwithstanding all past extravagance, 
be rendered valuable by the exercise of economy. In due 
course they will be consulted on applications to Parlia- 
ment for further borrowing powers and the like, but 
these do not fall within our immediate purview, and our 
attention must be devoted rather to the actual effects of 
insolvency than to the means of removing or allaying 
them. We may, however, venture to observe that so long 
as shareholders take no part in the management of com- 
panies, so long, that is, as they do not insist on frequent 
and full explanations, are not inquisitive touching the 
methods by which capital is raised and spent, and forget 
their property until it has been wasted, so long will ap- 
pointments of committees of investigation, with their 
concomitant evils, recur. 

The position of debenture-holders is not so easily dis- 
posed of, and presents a far more interesting subject to 
the legal mind. It may be as well in the outset to re- 
mind our readers that the debentures issued by railway 
companies are materially different from those issued by 
joint-stock companies not incorporated by special Acts of 
Parliament, The debentures of the latter companies are 


of various forms, and their construction and legal acci- 
dents depend entirely on the manner in which they are 
framed, while those issued by the former, necessarily 
follow the form given by the Companies Clauses Act, 
1845, and are governed by the enactments of that statute. 


A debenture-holder whose principal or interest is 
overdue, may, of course, bring an action against the 
company for the amount, but his position as regards 
such an action, and a judgment against the company so 
obtained, is for all practical purposes the same as that of 
the general creditors, whom we are not now considering, 
and we will therefore assume that he does not take that 
step. The next alternative open to him is to file a bill 
in equity on behalf of himself and all other debenture- 
holders of the same class, praying for an account of the 
principal moneys and interest due, and for a receiver. 
It has been doubted whether, having regard to the pro- 
visions of the Companies Clauses Act for the appointment 
of a receiver by two justices, the Court of Chancery has 
any jurisdiction to make a similar appointment, and 
there are not wanting dicta in some of the cases to give 
this doubt a semblance of authority; but so many re- 
ceivers have been appointed by the Court of Chancery, 
some at least against the will of the defendant companies, 
that we may safely treat the jurisdiction as established. 
It would be strange indeed if it were not so; ih other 
words, if the ordinary and valuable power inherent in the 
Court of Chancery to protect property, realise securities, 
and to distribute assets were either found inapplicable to 
railway companies, or without express words, were taken 
away by clauses in an Act of Parliament conferring similar, 
but not the same, jurisdiction on two justices. Besides, 
this latter jurisdiction can only be exercised under 
definitely prescribed circumstances, and on the application 
of a specified number of debenture-holders, and a glance 
at the Companies Clauses Act will show that the appoint- 
ment of receivers thereby provided for could not ever 
practically be put in force, except in the most simple 
cases, where the mere appointment and nothing more is 
required. We arenot aware that the power given by the 
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Act to the justices has ever been worked out successfyjy 


and in complicated cases, raising questions of priori 
and the like, it probably will never be tried. 

Whether a receiver be appointed or not, the next 
portant question to be decided is—over what pro 
debentures of a railway company extend. Indeed, 
question lies at the root of the whole matter so far ag 
benture-holders are concerned, and on the solution of 
must depend the still greater question, now become 
national importance — How railway companies ¢ 
hereafter be enabled to borrow the funds 
by them for the construction of their works. 

If debenture-holders succeed in including in tha 
securities all that which, according to recent ay 
ments in the Court of Chancery, they ap 
to claim, they will show themselves to be 
sessed of first-rate securities, on which amounts f 
adequate to all the proper wants of railway compan 
can, without difficulty, be raised; while, on the of 
hand, if their securities are as limited as railway @ 
panies wish to construe them, those companies 
henceforth advertise for loans in vain. That our re 
may appreciate the importance of this question we m 
refer them to the form C given in the schedule tot 
Companies Clauses Act, where they will find what; 


. 
COUN 


purported to be assigned to persons taking debentuy 


Omitting future calls, which are seldom included, ¢ 
company assign “the Undertaking and all the 4 
and sums of money arising by virtue of the said Adi 
the Act referred to being the special Act, which 


rises the issue of debentures. The definition of “ the Unde! 


taking” will be found in the interpretation clause (¢ 
of the general Act, and isa curious specimen of legislati 
logic, the thing to be defined being itself mentioned 
included in the definition. The possible meanings 
the word are discussed by the judges of the Court: 
Queen’s Bench 
St. Helen’s Railway Company, 2 Q. B. 364, whi 
negatives the title of a debenture-holder to # 
land required by the railway company for the 1 
way itself, but, like all other cases bearing on the 
ject, suggests more questions than it decides. As to 
the tolls are there can be no reasonable doubt, but “su 
of money arising by virtue of the said Act” is a 
wider term, and may be held to include far more. We 
not propose to offer an opinion on the construction of 
debentures, but merely to indicate some of the poi 
on which judicial decision is required. It having be 
decided by the case just referred to that a debentu 
holder cannot bring ejectment against the company, 
by Furness v. Caterham Railway Company, 25 B 
614, that. he is not entitled either to foreclosure or 
it still remains to be determined what his interest! 
the soil is, for that he has some interest app 
to follow from the unquestioned case of Legg 
Mathieson, 2 Giff. 71, where an injunction was grail 
at the suit of a debenture-holder to restrain an él 
creditor from taking possession of the land bearing! 
rails and other works. But, besides land so situ 
railway companies always have some, and the m 
politan railways necessarily have much, not required 
the purposes of their lines, and of which they 
bound to dispose as superfluous lands under # 
Lands Clauses Act. ‘Do the debentures include 
lands? Do they also include capital moneys of 
company locked up as deposits in the Court of Chano 
or moneys, if any there be, invested otherwise that 
the railway itself ? We may possibly recur to 
questions when considering the conflicting claims of 
benture and general creditors, but for the preset, 
least, we leave them unconsidered. 

It is time that we should say a word as to bondhol 
They, like the holders of debentures, are the creatum 
the Companies Clauses Act. Like them, too, they 
the advantage of possessing transferrable securities, 
they have no statutory right to a receiver, and i 
doubtful whether they could claim the appointment 
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one by the Court of Chancery. The 44th section of the 
Act gives them a title to be paid “out of the tolls or 
other property or effects of the company,” but leaves it 
open to question what “other property and effects ” may 
mean. Our readers will find the well-known case of 
Russell v. East Anglian Railway Company, 3 M. & G. 
125, instructive on these points, but inasmuch as rail- 
way companies generally raise money by means of de- 
bentures, and not on bonds, we do not propose further to 
disouss them. The case of the general creditors more 

tly demands our attention, and this we propose to 
discuss in our next article. 





GENERAL JURISPRUDENCE.—No. VIII. 


We now turn to the consideration of what have been 
styled secondary or sanctioning rights. It will be re- 
membered that we began by dividing law into Law re- 
lating to things, or the law relating to rights and obli- 
gations in general, and Law relating to persons, or the 
law relating to individuals considered as wearing particu- 
lar characters. Confining ourselves to the consideration 
of the law of things, we divided rights into the two great 
classes of primary and secondary or sanctioning rights; 
and, confining ourselves again to the consideration of 
primary rights, we arrived. at the sub-division of them 
into rights in rem and rights in personam. 

Now, it has been’ said in a former paper that rights 
are answered by obligations, or, more exactly, that every 
right implies, or is answered by, an obligation; and this 
is universally and always true, but the converse of this 
proposition does not hold. Although all rights imply, or 
are answered by, obligations, there are some obligations 
or duties which stand alone and are not correlated 
with rights, and these obligations are styled absolute. 
It will be remembered that rights are the creatures of 
positive law, and are conferred upon subjects by the 
mipreme or sovereign power in the state. By the same 
hand and at the same moment that a right is conferred 
upon one subject is an obligation imposed upon another 
orupon all the others, But the supreme or sovereign 
power may, if it please, and it repeatedly does, impose an 
obligation upon some class of its subjects, or upon all its 
mbjects, without conferring upon any other subject or 
subjects any right with which such obligation corres- 
pondse—for instance, the obligation to serve on a jury, or 
asa soldier or sailor; the obligation to register a birth 
or death; the obligation to forbear or abstain from 
muggling, or from distilling ardent spirits, or from 
wining money; are all of them obligations or duties not 
corresponding with rights, or, in other words, are absolute 
obligations. 

But there are some of these obligations or duties which 
ate at once relative obligations considered in one light, 
and absolute obligations considered in another—relative 
in that they answer to a right residing in a subject; 
absolute in that the acts, the objects of them, are abso- 
lutely forbidden or enjoined by the sovereign power. 
Murder, for instance, or homicide, is a breach of a rela- 
tive obligation, or, in other words, is a relative wrong 
in regard to the person and the relatives of the person 
whose life is taken, but it is also a breach of an absolute 
duty, or, in other words, is an absolute wrong in respect 
of the supreme or sovereign power by whom the taking 
of human life is absolutely forbidden. And hence we 
are not surprised to read, in Mr. Addison's Book on Torts, 
that although on the ground of public policy it is not 
permitted to the relatives of the murdered man to bring 
acivil action for damages for the loss of his life until 
they have prosecuted criminally for the felony (that is, 
for the breach of the absolute obligation); yet it is a 

to suppose that the civil wrong is merged in the 

time, or that the prosecution of the felony takes away 

the right of redress for the civil injury committed. And 

What is true of murder is of course equally true of many 

wrongs which are also crimes, such as burglary, 
atfon, rape, robbery, and many others. 
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Scarcely anything has been found more difficult than to 
determine upon any principle the distinction between a 
civil injury and an offence or crime. Blackstone tells 
us that to take away an ox or an ass in the Isle of Man 
was formerly no felony, but only a trespass or civil 
injury, because of the difficulty in that small territory 
of concealing or carrying away the thing stolen. In 
England, on the other hand, the simple breach of the con- 
tract of service by a husbandman or an artificer is an 
offence, because of the difficulty of otherwise obtaining 
aremedy. It belongs to the science of legislation, but 
it does not belong to the science of jurisprudence, to 
determine what acts, omissions, or forbearances, shall be 
enjoined and insisted upon by the State as absolute 
duties. “Guided by some principle, or guided by caprice, 
convenience, or panic, the supreme or sovereign power 
determines that such and such acts, forbearances, or 
omissions shall be absolute duties; all that the philosophy 
of positive law can add is that the breaches of these 
absolute duties are offences, and that the breaches of 
absolute duties as such are pursued by the Sovereign or 
hissubordinates, while the breaches of relative duties assuch 
are pursued by theinjured person or his representative:.” 

With this slight notice of crimes and offences, and the 
relation in which they stand to civil injuries, I pass to 
the consideration of our secondary or sanctioning rights, 
and here I ought at once to correct the error into which 
I fellin my fifth paper, where I confused remedies and 
these rights together. I believe it will be exact to say 
that sanctioning rights have remedies for their object, 
and that the means or legal process by which, for the 
most part, these remedies are obtained are suits and 
actions. For instance, the remedy for having your land 
or house taken away from you is the having it restored 
to you again, and the means or process by which the 
remedy is to be legally obtained is an action of ejectment. 
The remedy for having your agreement for purchase set 
at nought and disregarded, is the compelling the vendor 
to carry it into effect, or obtaining compensation for his 
failing to do so, and the means of obtaining the remedy 
is by a suit in equity for specific performance, or by an 
action for damages at common law. 

In our English system, and probably in most other 
systems of law, the processes by which remedies are to 
be obtained, are so various, the forms of action and 
suit so technical and artificial, and the tribunals before 
which different kinds of wrong may or must be brought 
for trial are so numerous, that there seems to be a com- 
plication about this part of our subject which almost 
forbids the prospect of any very simple method of ar- 
rangement. Looking, however, first to the character of 
the right violated, viz, whether in rem or in personam, 
and then to the purpose or object at which the sanction- 
ing right aims, Mr. Austin affords us a classification, 
under which I believe we shall find that all our 
remedies may be exhausted. 

The most familiar perhaps of all remedies is 
“damages,” or compensation in money for the wrong 
committed, and the inconvenience and loss sustained; 
but in “ debt,’ and more remarkably still in “detinue,” 
and we may add also in “replevin” and “ ejectment,” 
what we seek to recover is not so much, or not only, 
compensation, but restitution or restoration of the 
actual thing or property detained. The secondary, or 
sanctioning right, therefore, which springs from the 
violation of a primary right may have for its object 
either restitution or compensation. 

Again, a wrong may be either accomplished and 
complete, or it may be present and continuing, or it may 
be threatened and future. A continuing wrong admits 
of being put a stop to, and a threatened wrong admits 
of prevention; but a completed wrong admits only of 
damages or compensation. Hence the secondary or 
sanctioning right will be different, that is, it will have 
a different object or purpose, according as the wrong 
from which it takes its rise is past and accomplished, 
present and continued, or threatened and future. 
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_ Having regard to such considerations as these, we 
shall see that secondary or sanctioning rights may be 
distinguished and grouped together into comparatively 
large classes, and in my next and concluding paper I 
shall state more in detail the considerations upon which 
these groupings are to proceed. 








EQUITY. 


ACQUIESCENCE BY LANDLORD IN EXPENDITURE Bi 
TENANT. : 
Ramsden v. Dyson, Dom. Proc. 14 W. R. 926. 


This celebrated case, sometimes known as the Hudders- 
field tenant-right case, is important, not only in a legal 
point of view, as affording an admirable illustration of 
the rules of law affecting the question in the cause, but 
also from the magnitude of the interests involved, and the 
extraordinary circumstances which gave rise to it, which 
may be fairly described by saying that half a million of 
money had been laid out on land without any better title 
than a few entries in a rent book. The ownership of the 
soil, upon which the greater part of the town of Hudders- 
field is built, was at issue in the case. This vast property 
had been dealt with in a manner which, according to the 
contention of the landlord, was an attemptto introduce a 
new system of conveyancing, while it amounted, in the 
view taken by the tenants, to the creation of new 
copyholds in the present century. The facts were these— 
The town of Huddersfield stands almost entirely upon 
land the property of the Ramsden family. The late Sir 
John Ramsden, in whose time the practice which formed 
the subject of the suit, arose, lived at a distance from the 
town, where he was represented by certain subordinate 
agents. The regular course pursued, whenever any 


person wished to take land for building purposes, was as | 
follows :—application was made to the local agent, the . 
be given in equity, either in the shape of a specific interest 


ground was staked out, and particulars thereof, with the 
name of the tenant, were entered in the estate books, which 
were regularly kept like the Court Rolls of a manor. 
Two courses were then open tothe tenant: he might 
’ either obtain a lease, in which case of course no question 
arose ; or on the other hand he might hold on at a fixed 
rent, relying merely on the entry of his name in the 
estate books, without any further contract or agreement 
whatsoever. This was sometimes called tenant right ; 
and strange to say, this was the course which appears to 
have been generally preferred by the inhabitants of 
Huddersfield, canny Yorkshiremen though they were. 
Whenever it was desired to sell or mortgage any of these 
tenements, many of which were of great value, it was 
effected by a mere entry in the estate books, Sir John 
himself appears to have taken little share in the manage- 
ment of the property, but it was shown that his local 
agents were in the habit of urging those who applied to 
them, to rely on the tenant right, and not to take leases, 
assuring them that they might depend implicitly on the 
honour of the Ramsden family, that they would never be 
disturbed, and that they might have leases whenever they 
chose. There can be no doubt that it was generally 
believed at the time that these assurances were authorised 
by Sir John Ramsden; but it is equally certain that no 
evidence could be produced to prove that-Sir John was 
even aware that they were made. It appeared that 
hitherto persons who held*land on the tenant-right 
tenure had always received leases upon application ; but, 
in the opinion of the House of Lords, the evidence 
showed that the terms of these leases had been settled 
by agreement at the time when they were granted, and 
were not regulated by any ascertained custom, as alleged 
on the part of the tenants, 

Upon this state of things it was contended by the 
present Sir John Ramsden that the persons in question 
were, in equity as well as at law, mere tenants at will. 
He denied that there was any obligation on the part of 
the Ramsden family to treat them otherwise, and con- 
ceived that he acted towards them in an honourable 








;-and considerate manner by offering them leases for 99 


years. The tenants on the other hand contended that 
the understanding upon which they had taken their land 
and laid out their money was that they were entitled on 
demand to leases renewable for ever, and that any dis- 
turbance of their tenancies amounted to a fraudulent 
breach of faith against which they had a right to be 
relieved in equity: and a bill was accordingly filed on 
their part to try the point. 

It does not fall within our province to consider the 
question in any other than its legal aspect. Thus viewed 
it cannot be denied that there were several circumstanceg 
which bore heavily against the case of the tenants. In 
the first place it appeared that those who took their 
land on the tenant-right tenure, paid generally about half 
the amount of rent demanded from those who had leases, 
a circumstance difficult to explain upon the theory that 
both tenures were equally beneficial. Moreover they 
were themselves in doubt with regard to the precise 
terms of the leases, to which, on their theory, they 
were entitled,—a serious difficulty in the way of granting 
an injunction ; while the House of Lords, as before men- 
tioned, was of opinion that the terms were settled in 
each case by special agreement. 

It being the opinion of all the judges, before whom 
the cause was heard, that no case of contract was satis- 
factorily established, it remained to be considered whether 
relief could be given on the ground of fraud ; and it was 
upon this point that the decision ultimately turned. 

The law upon this subject depends mainly upon two 
cases, each of which embodies, as it were, an important 
principle. Gregory v. Mighell, 8 Ves, 328 decides that 
if a tenant, under an expectation created or encouraged 
by his landlord, that he shall have a certain interest in 
land, lays out money upon it, and the landlord, knowing 
of the expenditure, lies by and allows it to go on, this will 
amount to a species of fraud, against which relief will 


in the land, if the terms of the contract are precise, or in 
that of compensation for the money laid out. On the other 
hand, Pilling v. Armitage, 12 Ves. 85, decides that if a 
tenant lays out money in building, &c., in the hope of an 
extended term or otherwise, but without the knowledge 
of the landlord, he has no claim to relief either in law or 
equity. The question was whether the present case 
came within the one rule or the other, a point which of 
course depended upon the evidence. Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart, in whose court the suit was originally brought, 
took the tenants’ view of the matter, considering that 
substantial justice was on their side; and decreed accor- 
dingly. From this decision the case was taken direct to 


| the House of Lords, when Lord Kingsdown agreed with 
| the court below; but, the majority of the learned Lords 


present being of a contrary opinion, it was declared 
that the bill ought to have been dismissed. We subjoin 
the following passage from the judgment of Lord Chan- 
cellor Cranworth as embodying substantially the view 
taken bythe House of Lords :—“If a stranger build know- 
ingly upon my land, there is no principle of equity which 
prevents me from insisting on having back my land, with 
all the additional value which the occupier has impru- 
dently added to it. Ifatenant of mine does the same 
thing, he cannot insist on refusing to give up the estate 
at the end of his term. It was his own folly to build. 
I have already stated that there was no agreement with 
the landlord, for any further estate or interest, but if it 
could have been shown on the part of the respondent 
that the landlord, believing the tenant to be ignorant of 
his rights, had purposely advised him to go on, the case 
might fall within the same principle as a case of fraud. 
But no such case has been made out to my satisfac- 
tion.” 

Thus ended this celebrated case, much to the advantage 
of Sir John Ramsden, and equally to the detriment of the 
townspeople of Huddersfield, a memorable instance of the 
danger of attempting to dispense with the proper legal 
forms of conveyancing. 
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COMMON LAW. 


LIABILITY OF CORPORATIONS ACTING GRATUITOUSLY 
FOR THE PUBLIC, FOR THE ACTS OF THEIR AGENTS. 
The Mersey Docks, §c., Trustees v. Gibbs and Others. 

The Mersey Docks, Sc., Trustees v. Penhallow and 

Others, Dom. Proc. 14 W. R. 872. 

The decision which has lately been given in the House 
of Lords on these two cases is deserving of some con- 
sideration here, as the question involved is one of great 
practical importance. The material point in issue in 
these actions was whether the plaintiffs in error were 
liable for the negligence of their servants acting within 
the scope of their usual employment, when such negli- 
gence caused injury to the property of third parties. 
It has long been a well settled principle of our law that 
a master may in many cases be liable to third parties for 
the wrongful acts of his servants. If a master directly 

_ order his servant to do a wrongful act, as for instance 
to commit a trespass on the land of another, and the 
servant obeys the direction, the master will be liable to 
an action at the suit of the person on whose land the 
trespass has been committed, in just the same way as if 
the master had done the act himself in his own person. 
This result necessarily follows from the application of 
the maxim qui facjt per alium facit per se. It is obvious 
that the person who orders a wrongful act to be done, 
and who is obeyed, is as much the doer of the act as if 
he had committed it without employing an agent at all. 
In cases such as these the liability of the master does 
not in any way depend on the fact that the relation of 
master andservant subsisted between the principal and the 
agent at the time at which the wrong wascommitted. Pre- 
cisely the same result would follow if a direction to do an 
illegal act were given to, and obeyed by, one who was a 
perfect stranger to the person giving the order. 

There is, however, a large class of cases in which 
a master may be held liable for the illegal acts of 


his servant, although he has not directly authorised 
them. Indeed, in some cases it has been held that an 
action can be maintained against a master for a tort 
committed .by his servant, although the master has 
forbidden the servant to do the act which forms 


the ground of the action. Such a decision as this is 
quite in accordance with the rule laid down by the 
law as applicable to such cases. The rule is that a 
master is responsible for any damage occasioned by the 
negligence or carelessness of his servant in the con- 
duct of his master’s business. If a master employs a 
servant to do anything for him, as for instance to drive 
acarriage, the master is answerable for any misconduct 
of the servant in driving or managing it, which can 
fairly be considered to have resulted from the perfor- 
mance of the functions intrusted to him ; and especially 
if he was acting for his master’s benefit and rot for any 
purpose of furthering his own interest, or for any motive 
of his own caprice or inclination. This rule is applied 
80 as to render a master liable even if he had given his 
. special instructions not to do the act complained 
of. 

Such are the usual rules of law in such cases, but 
certain exceptions were by some decided cases and by 
some dicta of judges apparently engrafted upon this 
tule. It was said that the rule applied no doubt in 
general to all individuals, and to all corporations who 
Were carrying on any undertaking for the sake of profit 
to thezaselves ; but that such a rule of law could have 
no force either against individuals or corporations who 
Were acting gratuitously for the public (as in the case 

commissioners and others who were carrying out 
public purposes, and who derived no personal benefit at 
all from what they did in executing such offices), where 
they had been guilty of no personal negligence whatever. 
Tt was not denied that such individuals or corporations 
Would be liable as in ordinary cases if they were guilty 
of personal default or negligence ; as, if they executed the 





duties of their office in person, and in so doing acted negli- 
gently, or if they carelessly appointed improper servants 
to perform such duties. It was also admitted of course 
that if commissioners or others in a like situation 
directed the doing of an unlawful act, then they would 
be subject to precisely the same rules as those which are 
applicable to private individuals. If however a person 
or corporation acts without reward for the public in 
some office, and the duties of that office must be executed 
by means of servants, (as is most frequently the case), 
and due care has been taken to appoint proper servants, 
and to supply them with all that is requisite for their 
work, it was forcibly argued that no liability would attach 
to such persons or corporations for the wrongful acts of 
their servants, for which they were in no way to blame. 
Before the decision of the cases on which we are com- 
menting, some doubt was felt as to what was the true 
state of the law on this point. This doubt has been, how- 
ever, to a great extent, if not entirely, set at rest. The 
facts of these two cases were not precisely similar, nor 
did they come before the House of Lords in just the 
same way, but the question in each of them was prac- 
tically whether the Mersey Docks, &c. Trustees, being a 
corporate body who have the management of certain 
Docks at Liverpool under the authority of various 
Statutes, and who receive no personal profit whatever 
from the management of such docks, could be held 
responsible for the negligence of their servants, from 
which the plaintiffs in these actions had suffered damage. 

The plaintiffs sued the defendants in separate actions 
to recover damages for injuries done to their vessels 
through the negligence of the servants of the defendants. 
Some questions were raised in the argument as to the 
effect of the different statutes under which the defen- 
dants acted, but the material point in dispute was simply 
whether the defendants were, under the above circum- 
stances, liable for the injuries caused by the carelessness 
of their servants. There had not been any personal 
negligence on the part of the defendants. The House of 
Lords decided that the defendants were liable ; all the 
authorities on the subject were very fully examined 
and commented upon in the opinion given by the Judges 
(who were present during the argument) to the douse. 
Blackburn, J., who delivered the opinion of the judges, 
commenced by pointing out that the funds in the defen- 
dants hands as trustees might be appropriated to the pay- 
ment of any damages which the trustees might have to 
pay in actions such as these. He then examined the cases 
on the subject—commenting on those which appeared 
in favour of the Trustees, and finally pronounced the 
opinion of the Judges to be that the plaintiffs below 
were entitled to recover the compensation they sought. 
It is to be remarked that one of the grounds of this 
decision appears to have been that in these actions 
the trustees would not be personally liable, and that 
there was a sufficient fund out of which the damages 
could be paid ; nothing could be more desirable than that 
in cases similar to these, the law should be as decided by 
the House of Lords. Corporations such as the Mersey 
Docks, &c. Trustees, although acting without reward ‘to 
themselves, are yet, as was well pointed outin the judgment 
of Mellor, J.,in Coe v. Wise, 4 B. & 8. 440; 12 W. R. 1036, 
in their very nature substitutions on a large scale for indi- 
vidual enterprise ; and it seems only reasonable that the 
liability of corporations thus substituted for individuals 
should, to the extent of their corporate funds, be co-exten- 
sive with that imposed by the general law on the owners 
of similar works. Of course, if the Legislature by express 
enactment, or by necessary intendment, provides that 
corporations such as we are speaking of should not be 
liable for the acts of theirservants, then the ordinary rules 
of law give way to such legislative interposition. In the 
absence of any enactment of that sort, the usual rules 
of law will be applied to cases like the present. 

What however would be the effect of this decision on a 
case where a person acts gratuitously for the public, and has 
no funds out of which he could pay any damages? Black- 
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burn, J., in his elaborate judgment, does not decide this 
question, nor do any of the members of the House of Lords 
who took part in the decision of these cases. It would pro- 
bably be difficult to find a case where there would be no 
fund applicable for such a purpose, but if such a case 
should arise we would venture to express an opinion that 
there an exception to the usual rule would beacknowledged, 
and such a person would be held not liable for the 
wrongful acts of a servant properly appointed. All the 
arguments which were formerly urged in all cases of 
persons acting without reward for the public would apply 
with full force to a case like this; and are not in any way 
substantially weakened by the decisions which we are now 
considering. There is nothing in the present cases opposed 
to such a view, although neither the Judges nor the 
House expressed any opinion on this point; on the con- 
trary, indeed, Blackburn, J., in delivering the opinion 
of the judges, expressly says that if the Legislature 
had, in the Acts regulating the management of the 
Liverpool Docks, enacted that none of the revenues of the 
trustees should be applied to the purpose of discharging 
liabilities incurred in consequence of the trustees acting 
as proprietors of the docks, it would go far to prove that 
the legislature intended to show that they should not be 
so liable. It would no doubt have been more satisfactory 
if this point had been expressly dealt with, but at all 
events these two cases are well deserving of consideration 
on account of the point actually decided, which is of 
great practical importance and one which is likely often 
to recur. 





REVIEWS. 


An Essay on the Platonic Idea. By THomas Macuire, A.M., 
of Trinity College, Dublin, and of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister- 
at-Law. London: Longman & Co, 

Metaphysics constitute the most interesting department 
of human thought. Law can, perhaps, at best be considered 
merely a superior sort of art or trade; and it is the opinion 
of many well competent to pronounce on the point, that a 
lawyer, to be a master of his profession, should be essentially 
a tradesman, and eschew all ambitious rambles into the 
higher regions of literature. ‘‘ What connexion has the learn- 
ing of contingent remainders or contributory wagiignase with 
the principles of the sublime or beautiful, or with any known 
school of philosophy?” In what respect, then, can any pro- 
ficiency in legal studies promote the general advancement of 
learning, except that the perfection of any art tends to whet 
the taste for every other, and to lead to a similar degree of 
progress in all. 

On the contrary, the law has been described by Macaulay as 
the charnel-house of genius. Special conveyancing and plead- 
ing, he says in effect, will soon turn the blush o outls into 
the wrinkles of age, and commute the poet or aittatishe 
into a dull routine matter-of-fact statistician, who can 
rarely, if ever, bestow a thought upon Whately or Mill, or 
flatter himself, as was his wont during scholastic leisure 
hours, in thinking that he had solved the origin of evil. 
If Macaulay be right, we have before us another candidate for 
the honour of sepulture. In-this little work before us there 
is an amount of condensed learning, varied speculation, and 
elaborate rhetoric, that would do honour to Grote or Glad- 
stone. Yet in a few years the author, if he grows into large 
practice, may read this work with almost as great a sense of 
novelty as Moore experienced during the last years of his 
life, when, after hearing one of his own charming melodies 
sung, he tenderly inquired who was its author. 

Mr. Maguire seems destined to rank in the very highest 
class of ethical metaphysicians, if he developes the taste and 
tendencies of which this treatise affords excellent evidence. 
He does not shirk the difficulties incidental to disquisitions 
on the transcendental ethics of Plato, but belabours the 
huge giants around him in every direction until he arranges 
them in some order, if not repose. Our author, having thus 
entered on so extensive a field, is, we think, unnecessarily 
timid and fretful as to his own powers, Itis not “folly and 
presumption to bring out what professed to be an original 
view of Plato side by side with Mr. Grote’s” (Preface vii.), 
especially as the writer has brought to the task an extent of 
research and collection which could hardly be surpassed. 





His object is thus stated :—‘‘The points which the write 
seeks to prove are two : the first‘is that the idea and Platonisy 
are identical. . The second is that Plato rejects the 
existence of matter as an objective tertium quid, between the 

sychic principle and the idea” (Preface vi.). The author 
fad entered far upon the progress of his work before he read 
Mr. Grote’s treatise. He did not, however, find any reason 
in that elaborate compilation to change his views. ‘The 
text has accordingly been left unaltered,” though it was 
‘‘the splendid chapter on Socrates in the History of Greece, 
to which the writer owes his first conviction that mental 
science was not mere verbiage” (Preface vii.). 

Mental science is not mere verbiage. There is a difference 
between nominalists and realists, sensualists and rationali 
and the other varieties of the intermediate schools; and this 
difference is capable of being estimated, gg and dig. 
cussed, if not decided. ental science has thus peculiar 
charms not shared in by mathematics and other branches of 
learning. Any —— made in metaphysics seems, as it 
were, to be imparted to the mind itself; we thereby appear 
to acquire new powers and faculties, which would seem even 
to be as durable as the soul’s immortality, and thus like the 
good works of a virtuous life, to adapt us to still more exalted 
modes of future happiness. An additional merit of meta 

hysical studies is that, like the scholastic philosophy, they 
hoi out hopes of bridging the passage between fact and 
reason, and even of supplying a test (at which Locke appears 
to have aimed), for distinguishing between articles of faith 
‘*above reason” and ‘‘contrary to reason.” That these pro. 
mises have been in no degree fulfilled, after two thousand 
years of unremitting cultivation both pf Greek theories and 
new varieties thereof, as well as of original systems (so far a3 
originality was practicable), tends to cast some doubt upon 
the possibility of the realisation of such ambitious schemes, 
Nevertheless, all the charms of these hopes are still attached 
to metaphysical studies, and anyone who can produce a 
book respecting any system either of ancient or modem 
metaphysics will be sure to find numerous readers, and no 
little favour both here and abroad. ; 

We wished to make some extracts from Mr. Maguire's 
work, but our limited space prevents us. Besides, it. is such 
a net-work of skilfully adjusted composition, that m 
extracts would be no sample of the powers of the author, 
We wish him every success, and bid him be of guod cheer, 
for, besides extensive reading (which is common to many) 
he brings to the work rare taste, discernment, and genius, 
which are common to few. 


The Lawyers Companion, Diary, and London and Proviir 
cial Law Directory for 1867 ; containing Scales of Costs, 
Legal Time Tables, an abstract of the most important Ads 


of the session of 1866 ; Members and Officers of the House 

of Lords and Commons, d&c., &c. Edited by FrepeErick 

Lawrence, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at- 

Law. Twenty-first annual issue. Stevens & Sons, 

Lincoln’s-inn. 1867. 

If an annual publication which has arrived at its twenty- 

first issue may not properly be said to have ‘attained its 
majority,” we may fairly say of this twenty-first issue of 
the ‘‘ Lawyers’ Companion and Diary” that it deserves to 
take its place among the most important of annual books of 
this description. Not only have we here a large amount of 
information compacted into a space easily available for 
reference, but that information is of proved utility, being 
such as any professional man would require to have con- 
tinually at his elbow. Were we to attempt even a general 
pap aed | of its contents space would fail us ; but to those of 
our readers who have known it in | phi years we may 
say that it contains the same items of information as did the 
issue of 1866, with some slight additions ; and to those who 
have never seen the work we can recommend an inspection. 
The notes of recent cases affecting attorneys and solicitor 
are brought down to the most recent decisions of this year, 
and we find also an abstract, as heretofore, of the principal 
Acts of the last session of Parliament, being, in fact, almost 
a verbatim reprint of the greater part of them. 
‘* London and Provincial Law Directory” is compiled with 
the care which has usually been displayed in this portion of 
the book, and contains the most recent alterations up t0 
the time of going to press. A list of the officers and offices 
of all the Courts, together with the hours of attendance, 
makes this book a complete work of teference, and one which 
would be serviceable to every professional man. 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the LorD CHANCELLOR.) 

Nov. 20.—Short v. Roberts.—Mr. Collins, Q.C., made an 
«x parte application that this matter might be in his Lord- 
ship’s paper on Thursday ; stating that his Honour Vice- 
Chancellor Stuart had declined to entertain the question 
pecause of an informality in the order of the 6th of October, 
1866. 
Lorp CHELMSFORD, C.—Is that the order which is signed 

the Lord Chancellor, the Master of the Rolls, and one 
of the Vice-Chancellors ? 

Mr. Collins. —Yes. 

Tke Lorp CHANCELLOR.—I may tell you that I intend to 
obviate all objection to that order by getting it signed by a 
third judge. There is very great doubt whether the order 
is not as it stands ; that is to say, whether the Lord 
Chancellor has not full power to issue it, independent of the 
Statute. I do not think it is an objection that I should give 
the slightest encouragement to, or assist in any way. 

Mr. Collins.—I contend that the order is perfectly valid. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR.—Probably I may be of the same 
opinion ; but I do not express any. But I think the best 
way to cure the objection is that which I have mentioned. 
The matter may be mentioned on Thursday. 

Nov. 22.—Mr. Collins now brought the matter before the 
Lord Chancellor by motion, and also asked that the cause 
might be transferred to Vice-Chancellor Kindersley. Before 
the Vice-Chancellor he had been met by the objection (which 
had taken him by surprise) that the Order of October 6th, 
1866, was invalid, as having been made by the Lord Chan- 
cellor with the advice and assistance of two judges only, 
whereas the Chancery Amendment Act (15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, 
ss, 63, 64), required these orders to be made by the Lord 
Chancellor, with the advice and assistance of the Master of 
the Rolls, the Lords Justices, and the Vice-Chancellors, or 
any three of them. He submitted—First, that tae Lord Chan- 

or had ower, ex officio, to make these orders; and, 
secondly, that if a statutory power were necessary it had 
been conferred, On the first point he referred to Beames’ 
Orders in Chancery, Preface, and the observations of Lord 
Lyndhurst respecting the Orders of April 3, 1828, reported in 
2Russ. App. 4. As to the second point, he contended that 
8&4 Will. 4, c. 94, ss. 22, 23, conferred ample authority 
for the making of the order as it had been made. 

Mr. A. Smith.—When that statute was enacted, there was 
only one Vice-Chancellor. 

¢ Lorp CHANCELLOR observed that the present 
Pe was entirely on the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86. Motions 
lor decree, to which alone this general order applied, were 
first instituted by that statute. The authority to make 
these orders was entirely a statutable one. 

Mr. Collins, his Lordship having expressed this opinion, 
would not press that matter further. He asked, however, 
that the cause might be transferred to Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley’s court. 

Mr. A. Smith, contra, opposed this, and asked for his costs 
of this application. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR.—This discussion has arisen in 
consequence of the mistake in the making of the order. The 
order is invalid. This es having arisen out ofa 
mistake, I shall reserve all costs to the hearing, and say 
nothing about transferring the cause. 

(Before the MASTER OF THE RoLLs.) 

_ Nov. 18,—On Saturday last Lord Romilly had an applica- 
tion made to him which, as matter of practice, is deserving of 
having publicity given to it, Mr. Bickley Roberts appeared 
upon a petition, in which an affidavit had been sworn upon a 
sheet of paper larger than the ordinary size. Objection to filing 

t had been raised in the offices, and it was said that an order 
of the judge was necessary to have the affidavit filed. Mr. 
Jessel, as wmicus curia, informed his Lordship that he had 
made orders of the kind now asked, but it had been only in 
Special cases, where the affidavits had come from Australia, 
and distant parts of the world. 

His Lordship directed the affidavit to be returnod to the 

vinces, whence it had come, there to bere-sworn, because, 

he said, great inconvenience would arise in filing documents 

arin size, It should, therefore, be well understood 

that affidavits should be sworn upon the authorized sheets of 
Paper, otherwise they will not be allowed to be filed. 


(Before Vice-Chancellor Woop). 

Nov. 17.—Re the Inns of Court Hotel Company.—Mtr. 
E. K. Karslake appeared upon the petition to wind-up this 
company, which, although the petitioner was for a com- 
pulsory winding-up, it was now wished should be yolun- 
tarily wound-up under the supervision of this Court. 
The company was established with a nominal capital of 
£100,000, in 10,000 shares of £10 each, and this petition 
was by creditors for £1,400 for ds. The company 
were unable to carry on business, + reason of the large 
sums paid for compensation, &c., and everyone agreed 
that it must be wound-up. A resolution had been passed at 
the meeting held on the 10th November to wind-up volun- 
tarily under the supervision of this Court, and Messrs. 
Nichol & Newby were proposed as liquidators. The simple 
contract creditors present amounted to £10,510 in value, 50 
debenture-holders for £20,510, and 118 shareholders for 
£23,010. Im the Mediterranean Bank his Honour had 
ordered a compulsory winding-up ; but, on appeal, the Lord 
Chancellor ordered a volaner one, and said he knew that 
his Honour’s opinion was in favour of the voluntary order. 

Mr. Giffard, Q.C., and Mr. Cottrell appeared on another lik 
petition, which they stated had been first presented, and 
they objected to the other petitioners having their costs. 

Mr. Higgins, for certain shareholders, said that under the 
147th section of the Act no sufficient notice of the resolution 
had been given, and the order could not be made. He re- 
ferred to the Stearic Acid Company, 11 W. R. 980. 

Mr. Archibald Smith, for simple contract creditors, asked 
that the petition might stand over. 

Mr. Roweliffe, for the company, submitted that the reso- 
lution was duly passed. 

Mr. Karslake was heard in reply. 

The Vick-CHANCELLOR said that there was only at present 
prima facie evidence of the’formality: of the resolution, and 
therefore he could not make the order, and so farthe petition 
must stand until Tuesday for formal evidence, and when 
that was obtained he would make an order for a voluntary 
winding-up under the supervision of this Court. He would 
now dispose of the main question. He had no hesitation in 
saying, knowing what he did of windings-up, that he could 
not conceive anything so beneficial for shareholders and 
creditors as a voluntary winding-up under the supervision 
of the Court, unless there was some strong reason to the 
contrary. The parties had at all times the opportunity 
of investigating all matters in the proceedings, and must 
know their own interests much better than the Court could, 
which was indeed quite incompetent to deal with such cases 
as sending a telegram to India on a question involving a 
sum of £200,000, &c. In every case the management 
should be left to their own discretion to be exercised in their 
own way. If there was a case of fraud that would be 
different. One order would be made on all the petitions, 
supposing that on Tuesday the evidence of the formality of 
the resolution was sufficient. 

Nov. 20.— The Vice-Chancellor to day made an order for 
winding-up under the supervision of the Court. The ap- 
pointment of liquidators to be settled in chambers. 


Re Barned’s Banking Co.—Au application was made to 
the Chief Clerk to take out a summons to vary the list by 
removing a name from it. 

It was opposed, on behalf of the official liquidators, on the 

und that these applications were all of them similar to 

Ir. Emanuel’s, and were supported by the same kind of 

affidavit. Moreover, they were impeding the liquidators 
in the realisation of the assets. 

The Curer CLERK said he should refuse the application ; 
but adjourned the matter till Friday, for the applicant, if he 
could, to show why he had not applied earlier. 

Sharpe & Co. for applicant. 

Freshjield § Co. for liquidator. 

Re Birmingham Banking Co.—The Curer Cuerk ordered 
the bill of costs of Messrs. Corser & Walker, who had 
formerly been the solicitors of the bank, to be paid without 
taxation. It appeared that Messrs. Corser & Walker, at the 
time of the winding-up order, had deeds in their possession 
upon which they were entitled to a lien, but, in order to 
facilitate sales of property, they parted with them without 
prejudice to such lien, and under these circumstances pay- 
ment without taxation was ordered. 

Benbow & Tucker for Corser & Walker. 


« 
e 





Dale § Stretton for liquidators. 
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COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Nov. 20.—Palmer v. Kingston, P. O. of the National and 
Provincial. Bank of England.—This was an action by 
assignees of a bankrupt to recover a sum of £200 which he 
had in the bank at the time of his bankruptcy, and 
which they had paid to him a few days after the bankruptcy, 
—bond fide and without knowledge of the bankruptcy, it 
not having been gazetted at the time. In the present case 


- the petition was filed and the adjudication took place on 


the 3rd ; and the bankrupt, on the 8th—within seven days, 
and before the bankruptcy was gazetted—wrote a check, 
which was presented on that day, and, of course, the 
bankers being in complete ignorance of. the bankruptcy, 
was at once paid. The assignees now claimed to recover 
the money under the Bankruptcy Act. 

Mr. Prentice, who (with Mr. Murphy) appeared for the 
plaintiffs, the assignees, declared the case to be so plain 
that he did not know what he had to argue. 

Mr. Manisty, Q.C.,who was onthe other side, acknowledged 
that he was in a similar position, but he had adverted to the 
extreme hardship on his clients, the bankers, owing to the 
fact that the bankruptcy had not been gazetted. It was 
really a very hard case, though, unhappily, it was too clear 
against his clients. 

Mr. Prentice admitted the hardship of the case and the 
honesty of the bankers, but declared that the assignees had 
gazetted the bankruptcy as soon as they could. 

The Court said the case was clear, and they could only 
give judgment for the plaintiff. 


_———_ 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 


Nov. 20.—-The greater number of the cases in the list for 
this morning were struck out before twenty minutes past 10 


. o’clock, owing to the absence of counsel and attorneys. 


His LorpsuiP said that attorneys were paid for attendin 
the Court on behalf of their clients, and if they neglec 
their duty, he trusted that actions would be brought against 
them for negligence. 

COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN.) 

Nov. 21.—In re Moss.—An unopposed order of discharge 
was granted to Mr. Edward Moss, who wasa solicitor, having 
offices at 23, Moorgate-street. Debts and liabilities, £10,542 ; 
against assets, £2,072, subject to realization ; and property 
Oa teeta d for the assi d Mr. Reed 

tr. Lawrence appeared for the assignees, and Mr. 
for the bankrupt. wee iwi 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS’ CHAMBERS. 

Nov. 21.—Dendy v. Cary.—A point of practice was 
raised in this case. An account is being taken at chambers, 
The plaintiffs file their affidavits in chief without any cross- 
examination by the defendants. The defendants file their 
affidavits in answer ; and plaintiffs have not filed theirs in 
reply, but they seek to cross-examine defendants’ witnesses. 
Defendants contend that the cross-examination by the plain- 
tiffs of the defendants’ witnesses should first take place, by 
analogy to the practice which prevails on motion for decree. 
For this proposition Marchioness of Londonderry v. Bram- 
well, 3K. & J. 162, was relied upon, especially the follow- 
ing passage :—‘‘ Examination and cross-examination upon 
affidavits may take place at once ; and all evidence so taken 
is to be in the.presence of the parties, their solicitors and 
agents. Secrecy by this being put an end to, one mode of 
taking evidence provided by the statute and orders is, that 
when both parties wish to proceed upon evidence by afli- 
davit, their affidavits are to be filed by a given day, and 
they are allowed to postpone filing them until that day. 
Clearly, therefore, it was not intended that one side should 
cross-examine the witnesses of the other before they filed 
their own affidavits.” 

The CuieF CLERK said it was perfectly clear he had no 

wer to limit the time within which affidavits should be 

led ; and if any were filed after that time he was bound to 
read them, so that it would be imposing a term which 
would be futile if he acceded to the objection. 

Field & Co. for plaintiff. 

R. & W. B. Smith for defendant. 








CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 
Nov 19.—Thomas Raven pleaded guilty to indictments 
harging him with stealing various sums of money, the 


moneys of Louis Charles Lumley and another, his masters 
Mr. i. Williams, for the defence, made a statement jp 
mitigation. 

Mr. F. H. Lewis, for the prosecution, stated that the fon 
indictments to which the prisoner had pleaded guilty x. 
presented four distinct classes of frauds—one or two of 
which were more frauds upon the revenue than upon th 
prosecutors. For instance, for the purpose of taxing cost, 
where the debt was below £20, it was necessary to procuy 
a judge’s fiat, for which two shillings would ~~ Te. 
presented by an adhesive stamp. The prisoner substi. 
tuted a writ, upon the back of which was the stamp, and 
which was not the writ in the action, and placed the falg 
writ before the master, who, having no cause for suspicion, 
taxed the costs upon ‘the faith of it. 

The Recorper asked if there were no means of discovering 
by the stamp whether it had been used or not ? 

Mr. Templer, one of the Masters of the Exchequer, who 
was in attendance as a witness, stated that there were no 
means of discovering that the stamp had been used, except 
by referring to the front of the writ. 

The RECORDER said, probably this case would call the 
attention of the authorities to the matter. 

Mr. F. H. Lewis, in continuation, said that the prosecu. 
tors desired to recommend the prisoner to mercy on account 
of the respectability of his family, and his long service ina 
former employment. 

The RecorDeER said that, except for the recommendation 
of the prosecutors, he should have imposed a very heavy 
sentence. As it was, the case could not be passed over 
lightly, and he sentenced the prisoner to twelve months’ im- 


prisonment. 
LAMBETH POLICE COURT. 

Nov. 17.—Mr. Alfred Butler, solicitor, appeared to 
answer to a summons charging him with assaulting Mr, 
David Hall, a professor of music and singing. 

Mr. Robinson attended for the defence. 

The complainant, a little man, sixty-three years ‘of age 
said that on Friday, the 2nd inst., while sitting in his 
study, he heard a loud knocking at his front door, and in a 
few minutes Mr. Butler, the defendant, made his appearance, 
and, addressing him, asked if his name was Hall. He replied 
in the affirmative, and the defendant then called him an old 
fool and scoundrel, and asked what he meant by insulting and 
os his sisters. He then laid hold of him, forced him 
into his parlour, shook him about for several minutes, tore 
his coat, and told him that if he did not sign a paper which 
he should dictate he should lock him up in a lunatic asylum. 
He signed the paper dictated, but he did so wholly in con- 
sideration for his daughter. In cross-examination he ad- 
mitted that though his wife had only been dead eight months 
he had been the ardent admirer of one of the sisters of Mr. 
Butler, and had written several letters to her, not one of 
which she ever answered. 

Mr. Robinson would not deny that there had been an 
assault, but it had been committed under strong extenuating 
circumstances. For three years Miss Butler and her sister 
had been subjected to the greatest possible annoyance by 
the complainant. They concealed the matter from their 
brother until the complainant commenced to write threaten- 
ing lettersand to menace the ladies when coming out of church, 
Mr. Butler, disgusted that his sisters should have been so 
annoyed, took the law into his own hands, and he felt quite 
satisfied his worship would make allowances for the strong 
provocation. 

In answer to a question from Mr. Norton the complainant 
said he did not wish to carry the matter further, and the 
magistrate then said he considered the justice of the case 
would be met by Mr. Butler paying a penalty of one shilling, 
and putting something into the poor-box. He then dis- 
missed the summons. 











GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


EXAMINATION OF ARTICLED CLERKS. 
Sir,—A subject has been opened in the columns of a con- 
temporary which I was glad to see, though I should have 
expected it to have been first mooted in the Solicitors’ 
Journal. That instances have occurred in which some 
candidates have been excused the preliminary examination 





is, I believe, a fact which has been pretty openly discuss 
lately, and adverse remarks passed upon in no measured terms. 


s eheosees BeressebSseany. 
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‘Whether'a fact or no, it has been talked of as such, and 
should beat: once denied if not.so.. The Law Society gets 
gome of the odium attached to such transactions, and I think 
t is a great defect in the constitution of that society thata 
like this should occur, and that it’ cannot be in- 
quired into’ without the aid of the public Who is 
ible? Members of the society, or only the council, 
or neither? On rs tg a as ae gem pe their 
eapacity as mem! responsibility wo not weigh ve 
iy, I trust that some satisfactory explanation will 
be given, as the subject has been boiling up for some: time 


past. 

I wish to take this opportunity of asking why the 
council should be composed of members who seldom or 
never use the society’s building? Why not have a certain 
number of those who really use the e intrusted with a 
voice in its management? What do the elder members know 
ofthe. wants of the younger members? If I am incorrect in 
a that none or very few of the Council use the society’s 
hall, I shall feel glad of correction. 

As I am only exercising a privilege which is the undoubted 
tight of an Englishman, J shall subscribe myself 

A GROWLER. 





RAILWAY PURCHASES. 

Sir, — You will oblige by inserting the following 
queries :— 

1, Sup a railway company, under its compulsory 
powers, gives notice to the owner of land that it requires 
‘some portion of his land, but no further steps are taken, can 
the landowner enforce specific performance ? 

2. If a lease be made to A., with an option to purchase 
within seven years for a fixed sum, and a railway company 
eager for a larger sum under their compulsory powers 

fore the time limited for the exercise of option arrives, 
what is the right of the lessee to whom this option oo ? 

. M. 





Lorp Justice KNniGHt-Bruce. 

Sir,—All the notices which I have hitherto seen of the 
late Lord Justice Knight-Bruce are more or less inaccurate 
as regards the early part of his legal career. 

In your obituary in your number of the 17th inst. you 
mention that he was ‘originally intended for a solicitor, 
and, accordingly, was articled to the then well-known firm 
of Knight & Co., whose senior partner was a relative of his 
own.” 

Having myself entered the office in which he served his 
time only two or three years after he left, I am enabled to 
state that he was articled to the late Mr. Bigoe Charles 
Williams, then of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and to whom he was 
not related. 

On my first becoming acquainted with him, in 1815, he 
was practising as a conveyancer under the Bar, when called 
tothe Bar he attached himself to the Court of Chancery, 
and, till his business increased in that court, went the 
Sonth Wales Circuit. 

As an instance of his extraordinary memory, I have 
frequently heard one of his contemporaries in the office 
‘mention that he has known him repeat a chapter of Black- 
‘stone’s Commentaries by heart. J. EW. 





Luoyp’s Bonps. 
Manchester and Milford Railway Company, 
5, Cannon-row, Westminster, S. W. 

Sir,—The directors of this company have only just had 
their attention drawn to a paragraph in your paper of the 
10th, in which it is intimated that a considerable number 
of Lloyd’s Bonds have been issued by this company. 

Tam requested to state that, so far from that being the 
case, there is not asingle Lloyd's Bond of this company in 
existence for any amount whatever. 

Please give this contradiction insertion in your Journal, 
as the statement published by you, although so contrary to 
truth, may ibly be believed in some quarters to the 
prejudice of the company. J. BuriEr, Secretary. 

[Tlie observation referred to was not intended to express 
‘any opinion upon the financial state of the company, and 
merely referred to the fact that one of the leading cases on 
Lloyd's Bonds is Chambers v. Manchester and Milford Rail- 
sway Company, 12 W.R. 980.—Ep. S.J] 





APPOINTMENTS. 


WiiirAM ARTHUR Witrovensy, of Wandsworth, Surrey, 
Gentleman, to be a London Commissioner te Administer 
Oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 


Witi1aM Coors, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Leader of the 
Middlesex Sessions, to be one of the Police Magistrates for 
the district of Marylebone, vice Edward Yardley, Esq., de- 
ceased. Mr. Cooper was called to the Bar by the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s-inn, in Trinity Term, 1831. He held 
the appointments of Revising Barrister for Bedfordshire, 
and standing Criminal Counsel to the Treasury. 





IRELAND. 
ApDpREss To THE LaTE Lorp Curer Justice LEFROY. 

On Tuesday a deputation from the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society of Ireland, waited upon the Right 
Honourable Thomas Lefroy, late Lord Chief Justice 
of Ireland, for the purpos of presenting him with an 
address, of which the following is a copy:— 

‘€T0 THE RIGHT HON. THOMAS LEFROY, LATE LORD CHIEF 
JUSTICE OF IRELAND. 

‘¢ Sir, —On behalf of the attorneys and solicitors of Ire- 
land, we desire to offer you the expression of our deep 
respect and esteem upon the occasion of your retirement 
from the high office which you have long filled with such 
ability and dignity. It is with much pleasure that we 
bear our testimony to the profound learning, deep ity, 
and unwavering patience which has ever marked your 
judicial character ; and although we feel that your lengthened 
public service forms ample reason for retirement from the 
onerous duties of the bench, we are sensiblethat by that event 
it had lost one of its brightest ornaments, in whose hands 
justice was administered, not only with power and impar- 
tiality, but also with that dignity which should ever accom- 
pany such inistration, and which secures for it rever- 
ence and honour. We desire particularly to refer to the 
support you have uniformly afforded us in endeavouring to 
uphold the character and social status of our profession, for 
which we tender our grateful acknowledgment. Trusting 
ably spent may be passed in happiness and ve ree 
main, Sir, on behalf of the Council, your fai servants, 

**RicHarD J. T. ORPEN, President. 
*‘Joun H. GoppDARD, Secretary. 
*¢ Solicitors’ Hall, Four Courts, Dublin, 
*< 20th November, 1866.” 

The late Lord Chief Justice read and handed to the 
President a reply (written by himself, to be preserved as 
a record by the society), of which the following is a 


copy :— 

' ** Leeson-street, November 20, 1866. 

**Gentlemen,—I find it difficult adequately to express the 
gratification I feel in receiving the address you have presented 
to me on behalf of the attorneys and solicitors of Ireland. 
Such testimony, not only of approbation, but, as you have 
kindly said, of respect and esteem, founded upon the. dis- 
charge of those public duties of which, for more than a 
quarter of a century, the members of your body have 
necessarily been constant and watchful observers, may well 
be regarded as a source of honourable pride and pleasure ; 
and I beg to assure you I shall always so esteem it. Your 
address refers to a subject which has long engaged my 
anxious attention, and though now withdrawn fromthe sphere 
of duty in which I could effectively assist the praiseworthy 
efforts of the law society to uphold the character and social 
status of that important branch of the | profession to 
which you belong, yet I shall not cease to feel a deep inter- 
est in the subject. My long experience in the administra- 
tion of justice has anaes my early convictions as to 
the evil of the practice which now prevails, of allowing men 
to take upon them the duties of your profession who have 
neither the education nor the intelligence necessary for the 
purpose—a practice which is opposed to the well and wisely 
established rule in England, and which deprives the suitors 
of the security they ought to have in being represented by 
those who have been admitted as members of your profes- 
sion, and who, as officers of the Court, are subject to its 
control. Jts seems to me that the interests not only of your 


that the remaining years of a life so honourably and Se 
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profession, but of society at large, require the abolition of 
such a practice ; and, if a remedy cannot otherwise be pro- 
vided for the eyil, I trust the aid of the Legislature may be 
obtained for the i a li remain, gentlemen, yours 
very faithfully and obliged, 
‘‘THomas LEFRoy.” 

The members of the deputation, after the presentation of 

the ucdress, were hospita’ te entertained at luncheon. 


COLOLIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE, 


NEW ZEALAND. 
REGULATIONS OF THE SUPREME CouRT FoR THE EXAMINA- 
TION OF LAW PRACTITIONERS. 

Regule Generales.—Touching the examination and proof 
of qualification of candidates for admission as barristers and 
solicitors of the Supreme Court. 

I, Runes APPLICABLE GENERALLY. 
(a) The Examiners. 

Rule 1.—Each judge to whom a separate judicial district 
has been assigned shall act as examiner of all candidates for 
admission as barristers or solicitors applying within his 
district for admission, and may associate with himself for 
that purpose any one law practitioner and any one literate 
person, or either of such persons, if he shall think fit so to 
do, but such judge shall himself decide upon the competency 
of every such candidate. 

Provided that in case of the illness of such judge, or in his 
absence from his judicial district, any other judge of the 
court may act as such examiner within such district. 

Provided also, that the examining judge may defer his 
decision respecting the admission of any candidate till he 
has consulted one or more of the other judges respecting the 
same. 








(b) Time, Place, and Notice of Examination. 

Rule 2.—The judge in each judicial district shall give (6) 
six months’ notice, in such way as he shall think most con- 
venient, of the times and places at which he will be prepared 
to examine candidates, and twelve months’ notice of the 
subjects and books on which such candidates will be examined. 

Provided that such examination shall be held not less often 
than twice a-year at the place where such judge usually 
resides, and not less often than once a-year in each circuit 
town within his district. 

Rule 3.—Every candidate for admission shall give notice 
to the registrar of the court at the place where he intends to 
apply for admission at least two months before the time ap- 
pointed for an examination, of his desire to be examined, 
and shall at the same time pay the proper fee in respect of 
such examination. 

(c) Mode and Character of Examinttion generally. 

Rule 4.—The examinations shall be conducted both vivd 
voce and by written questions and answers, and shall be suffi- 
ciently comprehensive to enable candidates to show a much 
more extensive and precise acquaintance with the various 
subjects, or some of them, than will be deemed indispensable 
merely to ensure admission. 

N.B.—A greater amount of proficiency will be expected 
of candidates for admission as barristers than from those who 
apply for admission as solicitors. 

Ph age of candidates for admission must appear on afli- 
vit. 

Rule 5.—The examining judge may make such inquiries 
into and require such evidence of the character of candidates 
as he may think fit. 

Rule 6.—The judge of each district may make such rules 
respecting the mode of examination before him as he may 
thing fit, the same not being inconsistent with these rules. 

(d) Examinations before Rule 2 has come into force. 

Rule 7.—Any candidate entitled to apply to be examined, 
and who shall be desirous of being examined and admitted 
before the expiration of twelve months after the examining 
iudge has given notices under rule 2 as above, may apply to 
such judge for leave to be examined, and such judge ma 
appoint such time and place for the examination of suc 
candidate as he may think fit, and may conduct the examina- 
tion of such candidate in the matters in respect of which he 
is liable to be examined, in such manner as he may think fit. 


II. EXAMINATION FOR ADMISSION AS A BARRISTER. 
(a) Barrister or Advocate previously admitted elsewhere. 
Rule 8.—A barrister or advocate previously admitted in 





Great Britain or Ireland, Australian Colonies or Tasmania,. 
must produce to the momeeeg | judge his admission, or some- . 
certificate or other document duly verified proving his ad--. 
mission, and make an affidavit that he is the person named 
therein and was admitted as therein stated. 

Rule 9,—Every such barrister or advocate as last aforesaid. , 
shall be examined in the law of New Zealand so far as the- 
same differs from the law of England, and such examination. - 
shall comprise the imperial Acts affecting colonies in general. . 
and New Zealand in particular, and the provisions of the- 
ordinances and Acts of the Legislature of the colony, and 
their effect in modifying and altering the law of England as. 
applicable to the colony. 


(b) Candidates for Admission as Barristers not previously 
admitted elsewhere. 

Rule 10.—Every candidate for admission as a barrister who 
has taken a-degree in arts or law from any university or 
other body in Creat Britain or Ireland, Australia or Tas- 
mania, having power to grant such degree, shall produce his 
diploma, or some duly authenticated certificate, or other 
documentary evidence of his having taken such degree, with 
an affidavit verifying the same, oe proving his identity with. 
the person mentioned in such document ; and thereupon such 
candidate shall be examined only in law, as provided in rule 
12, and not in general knowledge. 

Rule 11.—Every candidate for admission as a barrister 
who has not been admitted elsewhere shall produce to the . 
examining judge an affidavit made by a barrister on the roll 
of the court as such (or who during the time hereinafter 
specified was on the roll of the court as such), or an affidavit 
by the candidate accounting for the absence of such affidavit, 
from which it shall appear that such candidate was bond fide 
exclusively engaged in the study of law, as a pupil of such’ 
barrister, for tne years at least before his application to be 
admitted, 

Rule 12.—The examination in law of every such candidate 
shall comprise generally the theory and practice of the civil 
and criminal law of England, and-of the colony of New 
Zealand, the law of nations, and the conflict of laws. 

Rule 13.—The examination in general knowledge of every 
such candidate shall include ancient and modern history, 
the feudal system, the British constitution, the Latin classics, 
and the Greek, French, and German language, the etymology 
of the English language, and English composition, and some 
portion of Euclid’s elements and of algebra. 

III. EXAMINATION FOR ADMISSION As A SOLICITOR. 
(a) Solicitors previously admitted elsewhere. 

Rule 14.—Every candidate for admission as a solicitor who 
has been admitted as a solicitor, attorney, or writer in any 
of the superior courts of England, Ireland, or Scotland, or as 
a proctor in any courtin England or Ireland, or as a solicitor, 
attorney, or proctor in any supreme court of any of her 
Majesty’s colonies, must produce documentary evidence of 
ith ission, purporting to emanate from proper authority, 
and an affidavit verifying the same, and proving his identity 
with the person named therein. 

Rule 15.—Every such last mentioned candidate shall be 
examined in law generally, and in the law of New Zealand, so 
far as it differs from the law of England ‘‘specially ;” but in 
cases where the law of England is in force generally in the 
place where the candidate was previously admitted, the exa- 
mination in general law will not be so extensive or minute 
as in the case of candidates not previously admitted elsewhere. 
(b) Candidates previously admitted to practise in Sheriffs’ 

Court in Scotland. 

Rule 16.—Every candidate for admission as a solicitor, who 
has been previously admitted to practise in any of the sheriff 
courts of Scotland shall pass the same examinations in law 
and general knowledge as are hereinafter required for candi- 
dates not previously admitted. 

(c) Candidates not previously admitted elsewhere. 

Rule 17.—Every candidate for admission as a solicitor who 
has not previously been admitted elsewhere must produce to 
the examining judge at his first and second examination such 
articles, contracts, assignments, or appointments, as he may 
rely upon, duly authenticated, or must give satisfactory 
secondary evidence of the same, if the originals cannot be 
produced ; and the same and the contents thereof must be 
verified by affidavit ; and where any such documents are re- 
quired by law to be filed the filing thereof must be proved in 
like manner, 
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Rule 18.—An affidavit must be made by the person or 
ms under whom such candidate has served of the 
and exclusive service of such clerk under such articles, 
‘and of the conduct of such candidate during such service ; or 
the absence of such affidavit must be accounted for, and the 
service sworn to, by the affidavit of the candidate. 

Rule 19.—Such candidate as last mentioned shall produce 
at each examination evidence to the satisfaction of the exa- 
mining judge, from the place where the past service of such 
candidate has taken place, of the good character and conduct 
of such candidate ; and in no case where the service, or part 
of the service, relied on has taken jen in any part of New 
Zealand not within the judicial district of the examining 
“judge will a candidate be admitted till the examining judge 

communicated with the judge of such other district. 

Rule 20.—There shall be two examinations of this class of 
candidates, the first of which shall take place not less than 
twelve months before the time at which the service of the 
‘candidate under articles can expire. 

The second examination will take place after the expira- 
tion of the service upon which the candidate relies for his 

0 a 


n. 

At the first examination an intimation will be given by the 
examining judge to the candidate of the matters, if any, in 
respect of which the candidate seems to be deficient ; and the 
candidate will be expected to give evidence at the second 
examination of progress in respect of such matters. 

Provided that this rule shall not affect candidates who shall 
be in a posiiion to apply for admission within two years from 
the day on which tone rules come into force; but such 
person may, if he please, be admitted on passing one exami- 
nation only after the expiration of his service. 

Rule 21.—The examination of candidates in this class in 
—_ knowledge shall comprise ancient and modern 

istory, the British constitution, the feudal system, English 
composition and etymology, writing from dictation, the 
stele arithmetic, and the elements of geometry 
ani Ta. 

N.B.—The eee judge will from time to time give 
specific notice under rule 2 of the particular subjects and 
books on which he will examine candidates, but in the mean- 
time candidates may give notice of books relating to the 
above subjects in which they will be prepared to be examined. 

Rule 22.—The examination of this class of candidates in 
law will be, generally, on the theory and practice of the laws 
of England an‘ of New Zealand ; and a general acquaintance 
will be expected with Stephen’s Blackstone, the law of evi- 
dence, criminal law and practice, Sir J. Jervis’s Acts, the 
ordinances and Acts of New Zealand, and the rules of practice 
and procedure of the Supreme Court. 

GEORGE ALFRED ARNEY, C.J. 
ALEXANDER J. JOHNSTON, J. 
H. B. Gresson, J. 
C. W. RicuMonp, J. 
CANADA. 
THE ExtRaDITION CASE. 
A Canadian paper, in explanation of the delay of a day in 
‘applying for a writ of habeas corpus, alleges that the prac- 

ce of the court required a day’s notice of the application. 
It is also stated in reference to the adjournment of the case for 
a day in order to allow the counsel for the private prosecu- 
tor to be heard, that Mr. Justice Prumnetadl in the interval, 
an hour before Lamirande was delivered up at Montreal 
Gaol to the French police, went to the prison, and left there 
the following order signed by him :—‘‘To the gaoler of 
Montreal gaol. I hereby require and order you to give no 
obedience to any warrant or order which may be given to 
you by any justice of the peace, or any other authority, to 
deliver up or to release from custody the prisoner Ernest 
Sureau Lamirande until I shall have given my decision upon 
a demand for a writ of habeas corpus now pending before me 
in relation to the above-named prisoner. Lewis T. Drum- 
MOND, J.Q.B. Montreal, Aug. 24, 1866.” 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


COUNTY COURT, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. 

Sept. 17.— In re Jones. Smith v. Rosenthal. -—— Mar- 
riage among slaves— Effect of the general emancipation. 
—We give below a report of an exhaustive and learned de- 
cision of Judge Bradwell, sitting in the County Court of 





Chicago as a Court of Probate, which is interesting as the 
first reported case in that country in which, since the gen 
eral emancipation of slaves, the questions of the validity 
of slave marriages and the legitimacy of their issue have 
been discussed. The facts of the case appear from the 
judgment. 

BRADWELL, J.—Henry Jones was a coloured man and 
died intestate at Chicago on the 27th day of April, a.v. 
1863. Administration: was granted by this Court on the 
following day to Julius Rosenthal. 

All the assets of said estate have been collected, all 
debts paid ; anda balance of 608 dols. 66c. is now in the 
hands of the administrator, subject to the order of Court, 
to be paid to the heirs of the deceased. 

Elizabeth Smith, guardian of Matt. C. Jones, appointed 
by the County Court of Brownsville, Tenn., filed her x 
tion in this Court, alleging that her ward is the only heir 
of the deceased, and asking that a decree be entered to 
that effect, and that the administrator be compelled to pay 
her the balance now in his hands. The administrator 
answered the petition, and stated that he knew nothing ef 
the matters alleged therein, and called for strict proof. On 
the hearing several depositions were read, all similar to 
that of William Saughter, which is, in substance, as 
follows :— 

Henry Jones lived for fourteen or fifteen years in Browns- 
ville, Tenn., was of African descent, in colour ashy black. 
He was sometimes called Henry Servier, because he was 
the slave of John Servier of Brownsville, Tenn., which 
place he left in the latter part of the year a.p. 1862, and 
went to Chicago. He was married to a girl named Emeline, 
the black slave of a Mr. William H. Loring of Browns- 
ville, about thirteen years ago, by myself, then a justice 
of the peace in said town. After the marriage they lived to- 
gether as husband and wife until the death of Emeline in 
1862. They were recognised and regarded as husband and 
wife by their acquaintances and neighbours a that 
time. There were two children, the only ‘fruits of that 
marriage, the one died in infancy, the other, Matt. C. 
Jones is still alive, resides in Brownsville, and was born 
on the 4th of September, 1860. Jones never had an 
other wife, or child, or children than as I have stated. 
He and his wife were both slaves at the time of this mar- 
riage, and were married with the consent of their masters. 
It was also proved that when our army advanced into 
Tennessee Jones was taken by the military power and 
sent North under the written order or command to pass 
‘«Henry Severe, coloured ;” that at the time of his death 
he had obtained a residence in Chicago ; and that after his 
liberation by the military power he often spoke of Matt. 
C. as his son, and that he intended his money for him. 
It was claimed on the argument that the parties, both 
being slaves at the time of the marriage, could not con- 
trol or give their consent to such an undertaking, and 
that the child was consequently a bastard and not capable 
of inheriting. Jones’ domicil at the time of his death 
being in this State, his personal property must be distri- 
buted according to the law of Illinois, and this law must 
determine who are his heirs. The validity of the marriage 
is to be determined by the law of Tennessee, and if valid 
there, will be valid here, unless there is some statute in 
Tennessee imposing conditions contrary to the general law 
of nations which might work as a prohibition of marriage. 
At the time Jones left Tennessee the Constitution of the 
United States provided that the fugitive should be delivered 
up on the claim of the to whom labour or service 
should be due; but Jones was no fugitive ; he had not esca 
from labour or service due in Tennessee, and could not t 
have been taken back legally under this provision of the 
Constitution and the then existing Fugitive Slave Law. He 
was taken by the strong arm of the Government of the 
United States, and, at the moment of his capture, his 
shackles fell—he was transferred from a chattel to a freeman. 

Mr. Dana, in a note to his edition of ‘‘ Wheaton’s Inter- 
national Law,” p. 348, in treating of the right to emancipate 
slaves under the war power, says: ‘‘ But as persons capable 
of being used by will of the master or his slave, irrespective 
of their own will in war, as soldiers, or as labourers, the 
occupying sovereign has the right to transfer this faculty of 
service from the enemy to himself. They are so directly 
liable to State control in war, that their condition follows 
the fortunes of war; and as the slaves are grouped, at least 
temporarily, in families with rights, at least moral, in the 
service and affection and duty of one another, the transfer 
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included the slave 1 sang of women, children, and per- 
sons not capable of labour, as appurtenant to the labourers. 
If the occupying State holds slaves, the slaves merely 
change masters ; if it does not, the slaves are emancipated.’ 

Jones having been freed by the war power, I shall treat his 
ease, from the time of his capture, as I would the case of an 
emancipated slave. 

{The learned judge then entered into an elaborate discussion 
of the natural rights arising out of marriage, and referred to 
statutes and authorities to show that marriages between slaves 
were not forbidden in Tenessee or any other southern Satte. 
He then proceeded: 

Under the Civil Law Matt. C. Jones would be declared 
the legal heir of the deceased, and entitled to his estate, 
notwithstanding the claim that Jones and his wife were 
slaves at the time of their marriage. Legitimacy and lawful 
marriage were some of the pleasing sounds following indi- 
vidual emancipation at Rome hundreds of years ago. Shall 
it be deprived of these pleasing sounds in the nineteenth 
century? and shall liberty fail to recognise the marriage re- 
lation between slaves when slavery, with all its cruelty, and 
in the days of its greatest power,when it numbered its vic- 
tims by millions, was compelled to give a qguasi-recognition 
to this relation? What, when slavery said the cohabitation 
between the black slave and his wife was innocent and free 
from sin and under law of God pure, shall liberty, after 
emancipation, say that such cohabitation was adulterous, 
immoral, and sinful, and that the fruits of such marriage 
are bastards? If so, the emancipated slave may well say, 
“God deliver me from emancipation.” 

The Courts have always been very cautious in pronounc- 
ing against marriages which were celebrated according to the 
peculiar rules of any religious sect, or according tothe manner 
and customs of any nation or race of people, as will appear 
from the following cases :— 

The Supreme Court of Missouri, in Johnson vy. Johnson, 
Adm. 30 Mo. T, 72, in passing upon the validity of a mar- 
riage between a white man and an Indian squaw, says :— 
**« Among the savage tribes of North American Indians mar- 
riage is merely a natural contract, and neither law, custom, 
nor religion has affixed any conditions, limitations, or forms, 
other than those which nature herself has prescribed. Per- 
manency is not to be regarded as an essential element of 
marriage by the law of nature ; otherwise all such connec- 
tions as have taken place among the various tribes of the 
North American Indians, either between persons of pure 
Indian blood or between half-breeds, or between the white 
and Indian races, must be regarded as illicit.” 

‘The law of States where slavery is prohibited, or not 
sanctioned, recognises neither slavery nor property in slaves, 
within their own territorial limits.” (Anderson v. Poindexter, 
6 Ohio, 674.) 

Judge Skinner in delivering the judgment of the Court in 
Rodney v. Illinois C. Railroad Company, says: ‘‘ Slavery, in 
the States where it exists, has its foundation in the mu- 
nicipal regulations of such States, which have no extra 
territorial operation, and no binding force in another 
sovereignty. The owner, therefore, by the force of the 
laws of another State, under the law of Illinois, has no 
property in the fugitive, and can here, under _ autho- 
rity, assert no property in, or power over him.” (19 
Illinois, 44). With the law of dea the reason for ee 
law has passed away, and Courts will not recognise the 
effect of the institution for the purpose of bastardising 
the issue of the dead or slandering the living. The slave 
in the Southern States owed service to his master, not by 
the law of nature, but under the local law, which law 
fixed the termination of that servitude at the end of the 
natural life of such slave. The strict legal right to the 
service is the same in the parent as in the master, the 
only material difference is in the duration of the term. In 
the case of the emancipation of the child from the power 
of the father, the marriage contracted during his servitude 
is (as we have seen), unless he repudiates it upon 
arriving at his majority. Apply this principle to the eman- 
cipated slave, and a marri contracted during slave 
would be lor upon emancipation, if the parties were 
living, and if it is claimed that the right to inherit must 
be fixed at the time of the death, and that at that timo 
the master of Jones would have taken the estate, it is a 
sufficient answer to this proposition tu say that, in case of 
the death or incapacity of the person to take, the law 
Zooks for the next party entitled to the inheritance. The 
master has been removed ; his claim (if he had any) for 








ever barred ; and he has left no successor or representa. 
tive—he is the last of his race. We look for some one 
else to take the estate, and find that-the constitutional 
amendment has emancipated his child and removed the 
only pretented barrier between him and his father’s estate 
gut ug The common law ignores slavery and all its 
consequences, and therefore the common law courts are 
barren of decisions upon the questions now before the 
Court, and I have to determine this case more mapas princely 
ciple than upon the weight of former judicial decisions, 

ow that slavery has been abolished by the bullets of 
our soldiers and the: ballots of our citizens; that universal 
liberty is the great corner-stone of this really free ree 
public ; that all men. stand equal and free before the law; 
that hundreds: of. thousands of our bravest sons have sh 
their blood and lain down lives to establish and main- 
tain in this. Government the great truths ‘‘ that all men 
are created free and equal, and are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights; and among these 
are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 

And now that the policy of the Government, and of the 
Courts, State and National, is in favour of liberty, and that 
the legislation of Congress.and of the States is in the spirit 
of humanity to make; as far as: possible, these unfortunate 
people forget that they were slaves, and to one them in 
the full enjoyment of all their civil rights, free from any of 
the disabilities of slavery or its consequences, it cannot be 
claimed that the decisions made by the Courts of Slave 
States when the policy of the Government and the courts. 
was to sustain mes perpetuate the power of the master over 
the slave are to be regarded now in deciding this case ; made 
when all presumptions were in favour of the master and 

inst the slave, and when in a Southern State to have a 
Mack skin was prima facie evidence that a man.was a 
slave, and would compel him in a court to prove his free- 
dom. Were there a thonsand of these decisions, made under 
this influence, in favour of slavery and against the conclue 
sions I have come to in this case, 1 would brush them aside 
as I would a spider’s web, and decide this case upon what I 
consider to be the first principles of law, justice, and hue 
manity. 

I am, therefore, of the opinion that the marriage between 
Jones and his wife was valid ; that during slavery they were 
deprived of civil rights; that upon the emancipation of 
Jones and the petitioner they were possessed of their civil 
rights, and for the purpose of this suit are to be treated as 
if they had never been slaves ; that Matt. C. Jones is the only 
surviving child of the deceased, and as such: entitled to in- 
herit his estate. To come to any other conclusion would be 
to say that the representatives of a race were bastards ; and 
that millions, for generations, had been living in adultery, 
when they had done all in their power to make their connec-. 
tion lawful. The view I have taken of this case makes it 
unnecessary for me to examine the Civil Rights Bill passed 
by Congress, or the enabling Act of the Tenessee Legisla- 
ture. 


RUSSIA. 
EXACTIONS UPON BRITISH CAPTAINS IN Russia. 


Mr. Michell, British Consul at St. Petersburgh, has sent 
to the Foreign Office a despatch of considerable interest 
to British captains and shipowners. Mr. « Michell . states 
that, owing to the frequent complaints made to him relative 
to the exactions of various resident German brokers and 
merchants, he took action against one named Donner! 
who had very greatly overcharged the master of the C ’ 
of Hartlepool, and refused to disgorge his plunder, The 
action was brought in one of the newly-established local 
courts, which now take cognisance of sums below 150 roubles- 
(£20), which the old Russian civil courts never did. Mr. 
Michell gained the action both cheaply and speedily, and 
states that these new courts will now protect captains and 
foreigners from the extortionate demands of some of the 
resident brokers and others at Cronstadt and St. phepnys 
who have so long and safely fattened on the plunder of help- 
less British subjects. 





BELGIUM. 
CoPpyRIGHT. 

The Belgian Court of Cassation has just given a decision 
on an important question of international copyright law. 
Treaties passed between France and Belgium in 1854 and 
1861 prohibited the Belgian theatres from performing French: 
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ys without the payment of certain dues to the authors, 
pe maximum amount of which was fixed for those cases in 
which no arrangement had been made between the parties 
interested. At the commencement of last year the French 
Dramatic Authors’ Society however gave notice to the Belgian 
directors that no new piece could be represented without the 
written consent of the author. M. Delvil, of the Galeries 
St. Hubert Theatre, in Brussels, nevertheless considering 
himself authorised by the convention, persisted in producing 
Ia Belle Heléne, and at the same-time declared his intention 
to oppose the unreasonable demands of the French authors, 
and to continue to perform their plays while setting apart 
the stipulated portion of his receipts. MM. Offenbach, 
Halévy, and Meilhac, the composer and librettists of the 
piece in question, brought an action against M. Delvil for 
an infringement of copyright ; the case, after verdicts by 
different judges, now came before the Court of Cassation for 
a final decision, the result of which was that the Franco- 
Belgian treaties created a particular international right, and 
that Belgian directors are empowered to produce pieces of 
French origin without the consent of their authors, and on 
the sole condition of paying the dues stipulated by the tariff 
in the treaty. 





FRANCE. 
An ADVOCATE In REQUEST. 
M. Lachaud, the distinguished advocate of the French 


Allah at Brussels, finds his services in great request at the 
nt moment. On Thursday last he pleaded at St. Brieuc 
on behalf of a notary charged with embezzlement, who, on 


unavoidable absence, was so determined that his trial should 
not take place while he was deprived of M. Lachand’s able 
assistance, that he preserved an obstinate silence for hours, 
resolutely refraining to reply to any one of the questions the 
President parc war to him, and thereby forcing the Court to 
consent to a postponement of the trial. On leaving St. Brieuc, 
M. Lachaud travelled to Chambery, and on Friday pleaded 
before the Court there, after which he was entertained at 
dinner by tle Savoy Bar, leaving for Paris by the express 
train of the same evening. At ten o'clock on Saturday 
morning he yo ene as the defender of M. de Goltz before 
the Tribunal o 

and yesterday he was to plead at Rouen. A day or two 
afterwards he has to be at Niort to defend a man accused of 
no less than four different cases of poisoning, and thence he 


‘will proceed to Poictiers to undertake the defence of 


Lamirande, the cashier of the Bank of France, whose supposed 
illegal extradition from Canada recently excited so much 
attention.—Pall-Mall Gazette. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND Laat hei LAW ASSOCIA- 


SuGGESTIONS FoR IMPROVING THE COMMON LAW PROCEDURE | 


AND PROVIDING FOR THE TRIAL OF ACTIONS AT LAw.* 

I venture to offer the following ‘‘ Suggestions for im- 

ving the procedure and facilitating the trial of actions at 

w” in the hope that, though some of them may be thought 
crude, and perhaps even rash, they may not be utterly un- 
worthy of your candid consideration. 

In using the word ‘‘ trial” I would beg to include ‘‘ the 
termination and settlement” of actions—the true and sole 
object of litigation being the speedy and satisfactory ad- 
justment and conclusion of the claims and differences which 
arise in civil society. Such claims. and differences would in 
asavage state be enforced or contested by lawless force, and 
it is not to be wondered at that the ping aims or angry 
—_ which are now restrained by the civil power 

ould sometimes exhibit themselves in vexatious and 
hostile contests in the courts of law. Unfortunately the 
bitterness and chicane which are the exceptional charac- 
teristics of litigation are too often assumed to be universal, 
and public opinion is rather inclined to regard all actions 
and suits as originating in the quarrelsome dispositions of 
the litigants, and ss a means of gratifying their illwill 
towards their neighbours, than as steps to the redress of 
Wrong, or the solution by impartial and conclusive 





* By C. F. Tagart, Solicitor. 





the First Instance at the Palais de Justice, ; 





authority of difficult questions of right arising between 
members of the community. 

Every means which can be suggested of peeventing the 
civil process from being made the instrument of gratifying 
vindictive feelings on the one side, or fraudulent evasion 
of obligation and duty on the other, and of promoting 
the speedy and certain ending of controversy is worthy 
of being candidly weighed and examined. It is therefore 
under this impression that I am emboldened to lay before 
you a few propositions, 

First, as to procedure—l. It having been found 
extremely beneficial to abolish dilatory pleas in actions on 
negotiable instruments, I would recommend that the same 
restriction should be placed on actions of a similar simple 
character, and to enact that no plea of ‘‘never indebted,” *‘ pay- 
ment,” “* non est factum,” or ‘‘non assumpsit,” either alone or 
with otherpleas, should be allowed, except by specialleave ofa 
judge, or onan affidavit that the party pleading is advised 
and believes that he has a good defence wnder such plea. 
Such a regulation would put an end to a vast number ®f 
actions at an early stage, and clear the lists, still very 
numerous, of actions set down for trial which are technically 
termed wndefended, the result of which, in nine cases out of 
ten, is an addition of a large amount of costs to the original 
claim of the plaintiff, in proceedings apparently only 
serviceable to fill the pocket of the pettifogger, and to enable 


| an insolvent or roguish defendant to put himself and his 


criminal bar, who was specially retained to defend Risk property out of his creditors’ reach.* 


2. I propose that al2 summenses now heard hy the judges. 


| at chambers should be heard by the Masters of the Court. 
| Much has been lately said in favour of assimilating the 


the case being previously called on during his pciecand: practice at law and in equity, and much has been done, and 
i 


with unexceptionably beneficial result, towards effecting 
this assimilation by introducing the common law practice 
into chancery proceedings. I confidently believe that a 
converse process would be equally productive of benefit. + 
Nobody who is conversant with the practice in the 
chambers of the equity judges can be insensible to its 
poy a over that in the common law courts. The 
Chief Clerks of the former hear and dispose of applications 
of equal variety with those which are incident to actions at 
common law, and with, I believe, universal satisfaction. 


Each tg is heard in an orderly manner, and 


receives the time and consideration due to its relative 
importance, and is adjourned for further evidence or debate, 
or reserved for the judge’s decision as the case may require. 
I know of no application now made at the chambers of the 
judges at common law which could not be as properly made, 
in the first instance, to a master of the court, and if the same 
arrangements were made as in the judges’ chambers in equity, 
applications to hold to bail, for leave to appear or defend, for 
time to plead, for leave to plead, to plead several matters, 
and of the like seaptety, should be taken first in order, and 


| those of a more complicated character, and in which the 
| assistance of counsel may be desired, later in order in each 


day. Thus the present disorderly, undignified, and un- 


| satisfactory manner of disposing of this subsidiary but 


—— branch of common law business would be super- 
seded by one which, in my opinion, would meet the appro- 
bation of all practitioners. Trhis change would necessarily 
involve an increase in the number of masters, but I cannot 


; Suppose that any difficulty would arise on this score. An 
; increase in the number of judges is very complacently recom- 
| mended, the expense of whic 


to the country would be very 
much greater, and, to my mind, is not half so much needed. 

The additional masters should be recruited from the rank of 
attorneys. The experience of the equity chambers shows 
that our body (now containing men of the highest education 
and integrity) can furnish most accomplished and efficient 
public servants, and I venture to say that in no instance, 
since the Mme geome of chief clerks in chancery, has there 
been the slightest dissatisfaction expressed in or out of the 
profession either with the conduct or ability of the gentlemen 
appointed to that office. 





* Among false dilatory pleas the plea of payment is now most in 
favour, as the one least productive of expense to the party pleading 
it, in the event of his being able to raise the money, either before or 
after verdict, for the reason that the plaintiff cannot claim any costs 
for getting up evidence to prove a negative.—O. F. T. 

¢t We must respectfully differ from this suggestion. The Chancery 
practice corey needs amendment in this respect, all opposed sum- 
monses should be issued by the judge.—Ep. S. J. 

} We believe that this is true as regards the present character of the 
chief cleiks, but there is an almost universal feeling ae 
titioners in equity that they exercise fnnctions which properly belong 
to the judges alone.—Ep. S. J. 
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In order that the masters of the courts and the prac- 
titioners should equally benefit by the active services of the 
former, it seems extremely desirable that they should take 
the different departments in rotation, so as to prevent their 
experience from becoming narrowed into a particular groove. 

us each master should alternately act as registrar of his 
court, as taxing-master, and as referee or umpire in actions 
referred compulsorily to arbitration. It is evident that in 
thus varying their functions, they would be able to discharge 
each with more freshness and ability. The experience of 
the open court tending to give them acumen and confidence 
in conducting the pee arbitration, and both adding to 
their ability to deal satisfactorily in measuring the costs 
which should be awarded or disallowed to practitioners on 
taxation. 

The power, conferred _ the judges by the Common Law 
Procedure Act, of compelling a reference to arbitration of 
matters of account to the masters of the courts, has proved 
to be of great benefit to suitors in the very numerous cases 
in which no bond fide dispute exists, and it might be bene- 
ficially extended to all cases where there is a mutual 
account in which a liability to some extent is undisputed, 
but where the defendant rightly or wrongly questions the 
reasonableness of the plaintiff’s demand. ‘the very frequent 
resort to this tribunal, in preference to arbitration by bar- 
risters or lay referrees, is a testimony to the satisfactory way 
in which the masters have exercised this function. It has 
proved to be cheap, speedy, and, I venture to say, acceptable 
to the public. The masters, however, have very reasonably 
objected to undertake references likely to prove of a compli- 
cated or lengthened character, considering that individual 
suitors have no right to monopolise the time of public officers 
in investigations of this kind, and thus, for the benefit of a 
few, deprive a large number of their co-litigants of the 
attention to which they are no less entitled. If the number 
of masters were increased this difficulty would be obviated, 
and our friends of the Association for the Promotion of 
Social Science, who, with their president, Lord Brougham, 
are at present agitating for the erection of ‘‘ tribunals of 
conciliation,” or other non-professional courts for the arbitra- 
tion of mercantile disputes, would probably be satistied if 
such causes could be referred to a master learned in the 
common law of the country, who should have liberty to call 
to his assistance an assessor on technical points, and, at the 
request of the parties, to hold his sittings in the neighbour- 
hood, and have a view (if necessary) of the locus in quo, 
so as to save the expense of journeys of witnesses from long 
distances, and enable him to verify their statements by 
actual observation. 

The expenses thus incurred should be borne by the country 
at large in place of those now incurred in the circuits of the 
judges, which (as will presently be seen), I propose to 
abolish. The master, in justification of these extra expenses, 
might be required previously to report to a judge the 
reasons for incurring them, and obtain an order or sanction 
for the expenditure. 

In order to remunerate properly the gentlemen under- 
taking these onerous and responsible duties, their salaries 
prs be suitably increased (rising perhaps by gradation 
after a number of years service), and they should be abso- 
lutely relieved from duty with retiring pensions on attainin 
65 years of age. The mischief pa dissatisfaction whic 
result from retaining in office men whose faculties and 
energies have become crabbed or enfeebled by age and long 
service, can never be balanced by any exceptional instances 
of vigorous intellect, which may last unimpaired to an extra- 
ordinary limit, and burn bright in the socket. 

A parsimony of salary for work efficiently performed is 
the sorriest economy, and operates to deprive the public 
service of many able men, who can make Petter fortunes by 
the exercise of their talents in other fields of enterprise and 
skill, or even by the inglorious merchandise of a guinea 
paletot or a magic strop. 

3. I now come to the subject strictly of the trial of causes, 
and I shall probably be deemed an ultra-reformer, if I 
humbly suggest that the circuits of the judges, instead of 

being mpre frequent, should be entirely abolished. 

Admitting all the good which the institation of the Com- 
missions of Assize has effected in days gone by, I venture to 
say the days of their necessity and utility are past. The 
increased facilities of travel, of postal intercourse, and the 
spread of legal, political, and general knowledge, have in a 
great measure superseded the necessity of the peripatetic 
mission of judges’ associates, and barristers into provinces 





formerly remote and uncivilised. The causes now tried in 
the rural districts of England and Wales are for the most 
rt of the most trivial description, and the majority would 

e better and more quietly disposed of by a less imposi 
tribunal ; petty actions of trespass, slander, assault, 
breach of promise,* which are only worthy of audience lest 
its denial might engender a feeling in the public mind that 
there was no legal redress for actual wrong, and thus create an 
inclination in the injured party to take the law into his 
own hand. By far the greater number of actions, the causes 
of which arise all over England, are tried in the Metropolis, 
Of those in which the venue is laid in the country aie 
eso en are defended merely to get the time which t 

istance at which the assizes areheld may afford, and which 
would be otherwise settled forthwith. Again, of the causes 
entered for trial in the Home and Northern Circuits, if 
those were eliminated which do not properly belong to 
those circuits, but are merely carried there for trial before 
the long vacation, the sittings in London and Middlesex 
being ended, the lists would be materially lessened. 

But, notwithstanding these accretions, the business of 
the assizes scarcely affords a brief a-piece, if evenly distri- 
buted, including the ‘‘ soup tickets” (as they are jocularly 
termed in the Crown Court), for the barristers who attend; 
the greater number of whom return to their chambers in the 
Temple considerably poorer in pocket, though they com: 
placently balance the account by the recollection of havi 
exhibited themselves in their wigs and gowns before their 
admiring friends in the provinces. ; 

It will be seen from the statistics lately presented to Par. 
liament, that the places at which causes of any importance 
are now tried are limited to the chief centres of commerce 
and manufacture--Surrey, Liverpool, Newcastle, Manchester, 
Leeds, and Bristol, which last provides for the important 
mining district of South Wales. 

To facilitate the administration of justice it would seem, 
therefore, far more desirable to create local tribunals whose 
jurisdiction should extend over large areas, with presidi 
judges of competent learning and ability, well remunera 
and with prospect of elevation to the higher bench.+ Causes 
of every description, and involving an unlimited amount of 
property, might be tried in these district courts, with a sum- 
mary remedy by appeal to the higher courts, in case of any 
miscarriage of justice in the inferior. 

The existing courts of passage at Liverpool, of record at 
Manchester and Salford, and of the Court of Chancery of the 
Duchy of Lancaster, testify to the ‘utility of the erection of 
similar local tribunals, the precise situation and area of 
which should be determined after careful calculation of the 
needs of each district, and the average amount of assize busi- 
ness now arising therein. 

A local bar would soon spring up within them whose talent 
and capacity would be stimulated by increased opportunities 
of exercise, and the prospect of advancement in judicial rank 
would operate favourably on the judge. Some of the present 
county court jurisdictions would necessarily be absorbed in 
thesemore important provincial courts, and the whole system 
might be remodelled and improved. 

mong the defects of the present system is the permanent 
fixture of the judge in the district to which he is first ap- 
ointed.t It should at once be enacted that no county court 
judge should remain more than seven years (certainly not more 
than ten) in one seat. The confinement without hope of ad- 
vancement produces lethargy, if not worse results. It is 
impossible that local influences—the private intercourse 
with local magnates which their social position necessitates, 
the familiarity with the same practitioners, and even the 
general acquaintance with the persons, names, or reputation 
of the suitors, gathered in a number of years, should not 
insensibly affect the most impartial judicial mind. The great 
benefit of the assizes is to bring into the provinces judges 
wholly removed from local bias. ‘To compensate the judge, 





* Surely these might be more unreservedly remitted to the County 
Courts. Actions for seduction ought to be abolished. Seduction ought 
to be punishable criminally, and part of the punishment should be the 
imposition of a fine on the seducer to be settled on his victim and her 
offspring. The action for seduction is frequently brought for mere extor- 
tion, and the damages seldom reach or benefit the injured party.—C. F.T + 

+ The salary of a judge who should fill the judicial seat in such 
permanent court at Liverpool, for instance, should be at least £3,000 

er annum, with a claim after seven years’ service to be raised on 
rst vacancy to a puisne judgeship in Westminster Hall —C. F. 7. 
¢ The changes hitherto made have not been translations on acco! 
of merit, or promotions as a matter of right; but accidental chan 
made for the personal convenience of the judge, and by favour of 
Chancellor.— C. F. T. 
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however, for the expense and domestic disadvantages inci- 
dent to a removal, it should be accompanied with increased 
salary, or an equivalent honorarium to cover the cost. 

A change of air and scene has proved a great promoter of 
health in the consular system of our government, and 
might be reasonably expected to produce equally good results 
in the judicial. At present it is to be feared that the 
county court bench is too ay sought by three classes 
of barristers:—wealthy gentlemen who seek to add the 

ignity of the office to their ample incomes ; effete prac- 
titioners who, after a long career in stuff, have given up the 
hope or desire for the richer robe ; or hungry men who are 
content at the outset of their career to secure a certainty for 
life, rather thon take their chance of future success in the 
open field. : 

On their sg sca down without hope of 
further promotion, they are without stimulus to do more 
than such duty as will enable them to escape actual dis- 
credit, and can be got through with as little discomfort as 

ible to themselves. The business is arranged not so much 
or the public benefit as for that of the judge and his regis- 
trar, and sittings are appointed for the dispatch of an accu- 
mulation of causes in the minimum of time to his Honour, 
without much regard to the convenience of the suitors. 

4, Apologising for this apparent digression, I return to 
the previous question—the improvement of the present mode 
of trial, Having provided for the early termination of such 





actions as admit of no real defence, and for the reference of | 
actions suitable for arbitration, and having relegated fo dis- | 
trict tribunals a large proportion of actions, I approach the | 
subject of trials in the Metropolitan or Superior Courts, and | 
| 
| 
| 


on this I will hazard a few suggestions. 

I presume that on the erection of the new Palace of Justice 
the distinction between sittings in London and Westminster 
will be abolished, and that all causes will be set down for 
trialin London. A great deal of the inconvenience which 
now prevails arises from the intervals of the sittings, and the 
abrupt removal of the scene of trial from one court in one 
locality to another court in a different locality. I therefore 
suggest that the division of the legal year into terms should | 
be abolished ; that with suitable short intervals at Christmas, | 
Easter, and Whitsuntide, and a longer one in the autumn, 
the Courts should sit de die in diem ; that as soon as the | 
pane are complete a plaintiff should be at liberty to set 

is cause down for trial, which should come on in rotation | 
in the court from which process has first issued, subject to | 

tponement on application by either party, to be ordered 

y a judge if sufficient cause be shown for suspending pro- 
ceedings. This mode of procedure would enable parties to 
summon their witnesses with reasonable certainty for the 
day of trial, and prevent the expense now incurred by causes 

ing made remanets. The expense of refreshers, of re- 
entering records, and various other expenses would be 
obviated. 

With regard to sittings in Banco, presuming that two 
judges of each court would be cmmaeaniie engaged in trying 
causes, a quorum of three would be left for the hearing of 
arguments, motions, and rules ; and specific days might be 
appointed in each week, as at present, tory particular business ; 
necaenga applications being permissible on any day. 

e ee aggravation of suitors at present is occasioned by 
the delay imposed by the system of terms, which postpones 
the determination of applications for new trial, for enforcing 
or setting aside awards and numerous other applications for 
relief, for weeks and sometimes months. Thus, in a large 
proportion of cases, if a verdict is obtained at the summer 
assizes, it cannot be enforced or set aside till the beginnin, 
of November, and not unfrequently remains hung up unti 
the following Hilary Term. 

The regular disposal of causes in the manner I pro 
would supersede the present practice of sitting till a Nate 
hour in order to finish the cause list—a practice productive 
of great dissatisfaction to suitors whose cases are burked by 
their counsel or hurriedly shut up by the judge, or presented 
to a fatigued and impatient jury in a perfunctory manner. 

‘he early rising of the court on each day would enable the 
aitting judge to dispose of such summonses in open court as 
might be referred to him by the masters, or be appealed 

om the masters’ decision, which I submit would be more 
dignified and satisfactory than the present practice of the 
bene hurrying after lunch from Westminster Hall to the 

garden of Chancery-lane.* 


eee 








* This seems to 
ayetem.— es. us to be one of the worst phases in the present 


The establishment of such district courts as I have recom- 
mended would very greatly relieve the pressure of business 
in London, and it may fairly be presumed that causes of 
local. origin would in most cases be satisfactorily tried 
therein. In a very large proportion, the cause of action, or 
the residence of the parties or witnesses, or other accidents, 
make it equally and not unfrequently more desirable to try 
in London. As a matter of fact, the expense of journeys to 
London and of living there are less than those incurred by 
parties and witnesses at trials at assize towns. 

The venue or place of trial might however be left to the 
agreement of the litigants, or, in case of difference, be deter- 
mined by a judge of a Superior Court. 

The expense of a journey by the attorney of the parties 
to conduct a trial in London, or at a distance from their 
place of business, should be more liberally allowed (as a rule 
in all cases, the exceptions being those of the utmost sim- 
plicity,) it being impossible that an agent only hastily 
brought into the case, and unacquainted with the parties or 
witnesses, can adequately fill the place of the attorney who 
has conducted the cause up to this, the most important, 


stage. 

‘The Superior Courts being thus first relieved of a great 
pressure of the minor and provincial business, and the steady 
dispatch of the causes set down before them being next 
provided for, by arranging for uninterrupted sittings of the 
judges, I conceive it would be found unnecessary to 
increase the present number of the bench. 

The creation of additional judgeships seems to me a very 
rough remedy for the present delay in trying causes. The 
multiplication of judicial offices of co-ordinate jurisdiction 
diminishes the dignity of the appointment, and also tends 
to render the judges less self reliant and careful in the dis- 
charge of duties, which lose their prestige in being held in- 
common with a crowd of other men of necessarily unequal 
abilities. There is no finer scope for the exercise of the 
highest moral and intellectual power than the judicial bench. 
But it is unreasonable to expect that an unlimited number 


| of accomplished and upright judges can be as readily found 


as tide waiters and letter carriers. The grandeur of the law 
is little likely to be maintained by increasing the number of 
those invested with scarlet and ermine without reference to 
the preeminent qualifications of the wearers to discharge 
their office with intelligence and dignity. 
It may be thought, that in proposing the abolition of the 
judges’ circuits, I have apparently overlooked the criminal 
usiness at the assizes. It is true that I have had chiefly 


| in view the trial of civil causes. 


The criminal law has of late years been so codified, that 
its administration has now become extremely simple, and for 
the most part is satisfaciorily disposed of in the courts of 
quarter sessions and police, the greater part of the business 
of the Crown Court at assizes being such as is quite beneath 
the necessity of the paraphernalia provided to inspire the 
rustic mind with terror of the law. 

It is well known that the sentences of justices of the peace 
are in most cases dictated by their clerks; that the business 
of the minor criminal tribunals is effectively transacted by 
recorders and stipendiary magistrates, while the criminal 
law is not unfrequently acquired for the first time at the 
assizes by a puisne judge who has never held a brief at ses- 
sions, or strayed in his reading of that branch of learning, 
since he finished the perusal of Blackstone, beyond the 
reports of ‘‘ Crown cases reserved.” It would be consistent, 
therefore, with my scheme that the jurisdiction of quarter 
sessions should be extended to all indictments which do not 
involve a capital offence, that a duly qualified criminal judge 
or stipendiary should preside over them ; the functions of 
unpaid magistrates to be limited to those they now exercise, 
if not (especially those of clerical magistrates) altogether 
abolished; that there should be a court of appeal and rehear- 
ing, and that capital offences should be tried y special com- 
mission. 

It was my intention to have added some suggestions for 
improving the present mode of trial by jury, but I fear I have 
already trespassed too long on your patience in protruding 
my undigested theories before your notice. 

Before concluding, I venture to express my confident 
belief that some of the ideas I have thrown out will, after 
more careful elaboration by abler heads, be ultimately ap- 
proved and adopted, although I am_ not so vain as to fe pon 
that the recommendation of so humble an individual as 
myself will have much influence in bringing about those 
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‘salutary changes which I nevertheless regard as looming in 
the future. 

I have, however, endeavoured to put before you a scheme 
which I think will subserve the general of the com- 
munity, without reference merely to the selfish interests of 
our profession, convinced that the members of this asso- 
ciation have a higher object in view in meeting on these 
occasions than merely to promote an increase of our tariff, 
and that is—to uphold and improve the time-honoured 
jurisprudence of our country. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting held at Clement’s-inn Hall last Wednesday, 
after several new honorary and ordinary members had been 
announced, it was moved by Mr. Drummond:—“ That in 
actions for breaches of promise of marriage all evidence un- 
authenticated by writing should be excluded.” Mr. Colyar 
opposed. The subject was ultimately decided in the affirma- 


tive. 
LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institution 
on Tuesday last, Mr. Addison in the chair, the question 
disc was ‘‘ Does a husband’s contract to sell his wife’s 
term of years bind her if she survive,” Dart. V. & P. 3rd, 
ed. 641 ; Steadv. Cragh, 2 Eq. Ca. Ab. 37; Druce v. Denison, 
6 Ves. 394; Elwyn v. Williams,7 Jur. 337; Whittle v. 
Hemming, 2 Ph. 731. The debate was opened by Mr. 
Anderson in the affirmative, and ultimately decided Ly the 
society in that way by a small majority. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

On Wednesday last the president, vice-president, and 
council of the Incorporated Law Society entertained at their 
examination dinner for Michaelmas Term, Mr. D. Dudley 
Field, the distinguished American jurist. Among the guests 
present at the invitation of the council to meet Mr. Field 
were Lord Romilly, Mr. Baron Bramwell, the Solicitor 
General, Mr. Morse (the American Consul), Mr. Pearsall (of 
New York), Mr. Baggallay, M.P., Q.C., Mr. Thomas 
Webster, Q.C., and other eminent members of both branches 
of the profession. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Hilary Term, 1867. 
{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 
Apams, WILLIAM, Jun.—William Lavers, Jun., Plymouth ; 
and J. W. Matthews, Plymouth. 
ANDREWS, JoHN.—Augustus Hawks, Hertford. 
APPLETON, CHARLES.—Henry Pashley, Sheffield. 
Ascrort, WILLIAM THRELFALL.— William Ascroft, Oldham. 
Bacue, Witi1am.—J. B. Shepherd, Stourbridge. 
Barr, Joun.—G. W. Hodge, Newastle-upon-Tyne. 
Barrow, Cuar_es.— John Edwards, 15, St. Swithin’s-lane; 
and George Cresswell, Wolverhampton. 
BartLett, Rosert Kent.—Edward Clarke, 18, St Mary’s- 
square. 
BAWTREE, FRANK PostLe.—Richard Stevens, Witham ; 
and 6, Old Jewry. 
BAYLIs, CHARLES WiLtIAM.— George Henry Garrard, 
Evesham. 
BayLy, ALFRED.—H. Wansey, 50, Moorgate-street. 
BazeLzy, Henry Montacve.—James Rooker, Bideford ; 
and F. J, Cotton, 62, Ludgate-hill. 
BLAXLAND, WILLIAM ATHELSTAN.— George Blaxland, 
Crosby-square. 
BioxaM, Lawrance.—M. H. Bloxam, Rugby. 
Boask, Freperic.—Thomas Cornish, Penzance. 
BRADFIELD, Joun Epwin, Jun.—John Morris, 6, Old Jewry. 
Brapiey, WiturAM.—E. Strick, Swansea. 
ae Py, Arruur. — William Buckley, Ashton-under- 
yme. 
Brown, Haroitp.—J. H. Linklater, 7, Walbrook. 
Buper, Frepertck Vincent.—G. F. Prideaux, Bristol. 
Burr, Epwarp Tuomas.—F. T. Veley, Chelmsford ; and R. 
Stott, 13, Clement’s Inn. 
Burrince, WILLIAM, Jun.—Willioam Burridge, Wellington. 
Cant, Toomas.—George R. Thow.pson, Appleby. 
Canyon, CHARLES ALFrED.—James Bouskell, Leicester. 
Cunp, Wr11am Joux.—Thomas Clark, 2, Gray’s Inn- 
square. 





Cieee, Harry.—Kay Clegg, Oldham. 

CoLeBourN, WituiaM Henry.—Alexander C. F. Gough, 
Wolverhampton. 

Cotttns, JoserpH Putten.—J. P. May, 2, Princes-street, 
Spitalfields. 

Cooper, W. WELLINGTON, Jun.—W. Champain Hall, 49a, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

CornrorpD, JamMEs.—A. B, Carpenter, 3, Elm-court, Temple, 

DANIELL, JAMES LiverT.—James Livett and Henry Livett, 
Bristol. 

DANIELL, RussELL SEWELL.—W. Daniel, Ipswich. 

Davies, Ernest JAMES.—Richard Marston, Ludlow. 

Davies, Ropert Henry.—George A. Lloyd, 30, John. 
street, Bedford-row. 

Davigs, Taomas EpwarD.—Thomas Davies, Cardigan. 

Dow, WALTER ANDERSON.—John Andrew, 44, Lincoln's. 
inn-fields. 

Dunn, ALFRED STANcOMB.—William Giles, Taunton ; T, 
Meyler, Taunton ; and T. Plews, 14, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Durnrorp, Henry Montacu.—Edward Hutchinson, 39, 
Parliament-street; and A. S. Lawson, 1, John-street, 
Bedford-row. 

FArrcHitp, ALBINUS JAMES.—F. M. Burton, Gainsborough* 

Fawcett, Toomas Cooper.—H. P. Southey, 6, Lincoln's 
inn-fields ; and William Talbot, Kidderminster. 

Forp, CHar.tes.—R. W. Ford, Portsmouth. 

Forster, PercrvaL, Jun.—Henry Greenwell, Durham. 

pe ore W. Bennetr Barton.—Robert G. Koper, Chi- 
chester. } 

FutLacER, JoHN Epwarp.—John E. Fullager, Lewes ; and 
L. G. —— Lewes. 

GEAUSSENT, JAMES.—H. R. Silvester, 18, Great Dover- 
street, Newington. 

GitpEer, Tuomas.—C. H. Phillips, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

GitrEens, Joun CurisTorpHER.—A. Howell, Welchpool. 

GopFrey, Rosert STEPPINGs.—D. ig oe Abingdon ; W. 
H. Gwinnett, Cheltenham; J. M. Dale, 3, Gray’s-inn- 


square. 
Govnp, THomMas.—William Barnes Tarrant, 2, Bond-court, 
brook. 
GovuLp, THomas WiLt1AM Datron.—William Downer, 
Petworth ; and Charles Bull, 24, Bedford-row. 


Haicu, WiiuraAM, Jun.—H. A. Reed, 1, Guildhall-cham- 
be 


Ts. 

Hanp, Henry, Jun.—Thomas Parrott, Maccesfield. 

HARGREAVES, JAMES.—B. Terry, Bradford. 

Harris, Henry.—Henry Cockle, Deptford. 

Hart, JAMEs.—Robert Hart, 25, Chancery-lane. 

Harrison, W1LL1AM SipNEY.—Charles Harrison, Jun., 17, 
Bedford-row. 

HaArvEY, FREDERICK WILLIAM.—E. J. Harvey, Portsea. 

HAz.epIng£&, JoHN RowLanD LOovELL.—George S. Corser, 
Shrewsbury. 

Hawkins, Epwry.—Edward Hillman, Lewes, 

Hewes, ARTHUR Spry.—R. S. Helps, Gloucester. 

Henpverson, Tuomas Purves, M.A. — Walter William 
Wynne, Liverpool ; Thomas Dodge, Liverpool. 

Hicnett, Horace.—John Hignett, Chester. 

Hooter, Francis Witt1AM.—Francis Hoole, Sheffield. 

Hopper, Isaac.—W. ©. Newby, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Hucurs, Joun.—Thomas Minshall, Oswestry; Charles 
Minshall, Oswestry. 

Hutt, Georex Henry.—W. H. Withall, 7, Parliament. 
street. 

Hunt, Cuartes Purir.—D. Morgan, Newgate-street. 

Hype, Wi..1aM, jun.—Christopher Ingoldby, Louth ; J. H. 
Bell, Louth ; and D, J. Lee, 4, ‘ord-row, Gray's- 
inn. 

ILzs, ALEXANDER HitcHMAN.—R. Helps, Gloster. 

Jackson, ArTHUR HowLANnD.—Henry Jackson, Malton, 
Yorkshire ; W. R. Wilson, Malton, Yorkshire; C. E. 
Emmet, 14, Bloomsbury-square. 

JACKSON, STEPHEN BELLoTY.—Joseph Challinor, Leek. 

James, Joun CALVERT.—Thomas Fowle, Northallerton. 

Jaynes, THomas Epwin.—George M. Abell, Gloucester. 

JARMAIN, WILLIAM JAMES.—J. H. Lloyd, 4, Bloomsbury- 
square ; J. Paddison, 11, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Jennincs, Henry. —T. W. Ratcliff, Commercial-road 
East. 


Jounson, ALFRED BULMER.—James Wilson Holme, 34. 


Old Jewry. 
Jounson, WitttAM.—J. A. Radcliffe, 20, Craven-street, 
Strand. 


Jonas, ALFRED.—Thurnall & Nash, Royston. 
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Jones, THomas.—J. H. Jones, Portmadoc. 
Jupcr, Witt1AM GEBBARD.—T. G. Judge & A. Wilson, 


———— 
Jones, Epwarp THomas.—Charles G. H. St. Patrick, 
Bristol 


Banbury. 

Kerr, Richarp THomas.—W. C. Newby, Stockton-on- 
Tees. 

LanninG, FREDERICK.—Robert Lanning, Pembroke, 

Layton, Gzorce.—John Layton, 8, Ely-place. 

LemMaN, Ropert Epwarp.—James Leman, 51, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Maries, WILLIAM.—Frederick Maples, 6, Frederick’s-place, 
Old J a 

Marcy, Wiru1AmM DowNneEs.—George Marcy, Wellington, 
Salop. 

Po a Huyman.—William Hackwood, 7, Walbrook. 

Morcan, Rees Powetu.—David Randall, Neath. 

Mortimer, WILLIAM PARry.—Thomas Gwynne, Haver- 
fordwest. 

Moser, GEoRGE Epwarp.—J. J. Moser, Kendal. 

Moss, Hunnzy.—T. F. Maddock, Chester. . 

Newark, WILLIAM.—R. H. Minster, Coventry. 

NicuHot, GEorer.—Henry Nichol, 88, Queen-street. 

Norsury, JoHN FreDERICK.—W. S. Forster, 28, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

OstER, WILLIAM CHANNING.—Thomas Martineau, Bir- 
mingham. 

Owen, CuHarLes HeNRy.—John Richardson, Manchester. 

Packwoop, WiLL1aM.—H. I. Davies, Coventry. 

— Joun.—E. Scott, Wigan; and E. Scott, Jun., 


n. 

Pont Wiiu1am Woop.—G. R. Park, Hedon. 

PaRKINSON, GEORGE LovELL.—C. P. Froom, 35, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields ; H. W. Parker, Cornhill. 

mares, Henry JoHN.—Robert Richmond, Stockton- 
on-Tees. 

Payne, Joun.—F. Smith, 19, Essex-street, Strand. 

Porz, Witt1AM.—J. T. Tenney, Kingston-upon-Hull ; and 
R. Boyer, 14, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Preston, CHARLES FraNcis.—F. W. Preston, Tenbury. 

RanpDALL, Henry.—A Humphrys, Manchester; J. F. 
Randall, 32, Coleman-street; and H. J. Riches, 12, 
King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 

Rers, THoMAsS.-—Thomas Lewis, Narberth, Pembroke ; and 
C. E. Abbott, 52, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

RENSHAW, ALFRED GEORGE.—W. H. Saltwell, 1 Stone- 
buildings ; and C. Argles, 1, East India Avenue. 

REEVE, WILL1AM.—Thomas Cooper, 23, New Ormond-street. 

Roginson, WriLu1AM Avcustus.—Joseph Raw, 7, Furni- 
val’s-inn ; and Henry Robinson, Settle. 

ap Tuomas LAwForp.—Joseph Lucas, 1, Trinity- 

ce. 

Sremivw. Witt1amM Merricx.—M. B. Bircham, Faken- 
ham ; and T. Stephens, 29, Essex-street, Strand. 

SaxELBYE, Epwarp.—G. C. Roberts, Kingston-upon-Hull ; 
and J. S. Hargrove, 3, Victoria-street, Westminster. 

Scort, Freperick ArTHur.—A. O, Atkinson, Kingston- 
upon-Hull. 

ScupamorE, Wi1tu1AM Ricnarp.—O. D. Mordaunt; 8S. H. 
C. Maddock. 

SHUTTE, 
Ventnor. 

SmitH, Epwarp.—T. Tilleard, 34, Old Jewry. 

SmitH, Jonn CurisTorPHER.—Thomas Dounie Calthorp, 8, 
Whitehall-place. 

Smita, Wituiam Samvuet.—G. H. Smith, York; and 
George Chapman, 24, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Sparks, WILLIAM BLENcOWE, B.A.—William Sparks, 
Crewkerne. 

Sparks, JAMES.—William Stone, Bradford-on-Avon. 

Starrorp, ZaccuEvs.—John Hopkinson Buttery, Bing- 
ham and Nottingham. 

SterHens, Henry ALFRED-—Richard Nation, 4, Orchard- 
street, Portman-square. 

Stokes, WALTER Freprric.—G. C. G. Allen, 64, Chan- 
cery-lane. 

STRICKLAND, Epwarp.—Jacob Strickland, Bristol. 

Sweeting, Epwarp.—H. D. Poole, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Sheer, Henry Isaac.—T. 8. Sydney, 33, Jewry-street, 


Ernest Ricuarp Vyvyan.—C. F. Fisher, 


TAPLEY, Ricuarp Lewis.—Lewis Tapley, Great Tor- 


Tington. 
TAYLor, WELLINGTON. —W. H. Walsh, Oxford. 
Tuomas, Epwarp.—Henry Abbot. Bristol. 





Tuomas, Epwarp DumMAREsSQ.—David Thomas, Brecon. 

Tuomas, Jacos.—E. Lloyd, Aberayron. 

THOROWGOOD, THEODORE.—E. G. ig, Baintree. 

TrcenursT, RowLanp.— W. H. Gwinnett, Cheltenham. 

Vauprey, THomas WiLLIAM.—John Wilson, n. 

Veat, Richarp Henry.—Thomas Johnson, Midhurst ; 
John S. Bockett, 60,.Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Vincent, Ratpu.—M. H. Jacobs, 1, Budge-row. 

Wane, Gronce Cuotwick.—W. T. Wade, Great Dunmow. 

WacstTAFFE, JOHN Francis.—W. G. W: Grantham. 

WALDRON, WILLIAM.—Joseph Stokes, Dudley. 

WALLACE, Rosert.— Joseph Watson, ey a la 

WALMSLEY, JOHN MALLINER.—William Owen, Wem. 

Warp, James LivesEy.—J. E. Ward, Congleton. 

Wess, Grorce Epwarp.—W. B. Kidder, 22, Calthorpe- 
street, Gray’s-inn-road. 

Wess, THomas Joun.—J. Partridge, Birmingham. 

WEDDALL, Rosert.—J. C. W Berwick-upon-Tweed. 

Weston, Grorce.—R. Nicholson, 24, Spring-gardens. 

WHALL, James SNow.—John Whall, Worksop. a 

Wuat ey, JosEpH OssEert.—Joseph Whatley, Reading ; 
A. Anstie, 10, New-inn, Strand. 

Wicks, Henry Puitir.—James Brockbank, Whitehaven, 

WILkINson, THomAs.—J. Quinn, Liverpool. 

Wate Tuomas GArpD.—William Wood, 178, New Kent- 


Woopwarp, Henry Davis.—Hadden Woodward, Wed- 
nesbury. 

Woo tr, Sipney.--D. Woolf, 24, Gresham-street, Bank. 

Wootts, Grorce HarMan.—Edward Woolls, Uxbridge. : 

WorrTHIncHaM, CHRIsTOPHER.—J. E. Ward, Congleton. 

Youne, Epwarp.—G. Young, Taverley-green; A, L. 
Young, Longton ; and F. C. Greenfield, Longton, and 3, 
Lancaster-place, Strand. 


Hilary Term, 1867, pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 
ArNswortu, Joun.—J. P. Robinson, rg 
Cross, Henry.—William Cross, Prescot ; William Rowson, 
Prescot. 
Lioyp, WILLIAM JAMES.—George Blakey, Newport. 
Puitsrick, Ecxerton.—J. S. Barnes, Colchester; W. H. 
Farnfield, Serle-street ; R. A. Parker, 41, Bedford-row. 
RHODES, FREDERICK PaARKER.—C. Newman, Barnsley. 
Watts, Jonn Patrmore.—Sheriff & Son, Fenchurch-street. 
Hilary Vacation, 1867, purswant to 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127. 
BADDELEY, FrepericK Pirer.—T. Baddeley, jun., 48, 
Leman-street. 

Know es, Puitip Saccers.—E. Foster, Cambridge. 

LEADER, WILLIAM.—Thomas Part, Wigan. 

MiLng, Franx.—E. C. Milne, Manchester ; E. C. Hopps & 
P. Earle, Manchester. 

Mossop, RicHARD PEELE.—R. Mossop, Long Sutton. 

Smirn, Stuart Le Buianc.—Robert Smith, Richmond ; 
G. B. Hume, 10, Great James-street, Bedford-row, and 8, 
John-street, Bedford-row. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW CLASSES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 

Mr. D. SturcEs, on Equity, Monday, Nov. 26, class B, 
elementary and advanced. Thursday, Nov. 29, class A, 
elementary and advanced, 

Mr. A. Bartey, on Real Property. No class on Tues- 
day, Nov. 27. Friday, Nov. 30, class B, elementary and 
advanced. 

Mr. E. A. C. ScHatcu, on Common Law, Wednesday, Nov. 
28, class A, elementary and advanced. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
uity, Monday, Nov. 26. 


Mr. E. CHARLES, on 
mmon Law, and Mercantile Law, 


Mr. H. W. Lorp, on 
Friday, Nov. 30. 
CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE FINAL EXAMI- 

NATION. 


MicHAELMAS TERM, 1866. 

Names of Candidates. To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 
Alexander, Arthur William Michael Henry Rankin. 
Alsop, John Alfred ............. George Lewis Phipps Eyre. 
Appleton, Charles Henry Pashley. 

Bache, William John B. Shepherd. 
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Names of Candidates. 
Baker, John Collins 
Banks, William, jun. ......... 
Barnes, Charles Boorn 
Barr, SOUR, 200 -> ks sdveses waee 
Barron, William Edward .. 
Baylis, Charles William 
Bayly, Alfred ..s...-.....000... 
Bazeley, Henry Montague ... 


Benson, Robert ........+....., 

Biggs, Russell Hugh Wor- 
thington. 

Bingham, Joseph 

Bishop, Lewis 

Blaxland, William Athelstan 

Brown, Robert, jun 

Buckingham, Wm. Fletcher 

Buckley, Arthur 

Burgess, Alfred Howard 

Burney, Charles, B.A.........- 


Burrow, Frederic............... 

Burt, John Charles 

Byrch, Albert William 

Carrington, Alfred 

Cheesman, Geor, 

Child, William John ......... 

Clegg, Harry 

Clitherow, Wm Seppings... 

Coleman, Arthur 

Commins, Edward 

Cory, William Henry 

Cotton, Edward Bottreaux 
Knill 

Coventon, William Thomas 

Cross, Henry 


Daniel, Russell Sewell 


- Davies, Crowther 


Daviess DOIG: 0s dcccosnsdsvdss 


Davies, Robert Henry 
Dyke, Reginald Hart 


Edwards, Thomas, jun. ... 
Emmet, George Edward 
Fairchild, Albinus James ... 
Falkner, Evelyn Sherard ... 
Finney, Richard ....... ° 
Flux, Edward Hitchings 
Ford, Charles 

Forward, William 

Fox, Bohun Hy. Chandler ... 
Fraser, William Joseph 
Fullagar, John Edward 
Geaussent, Jas. ... 





To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 
John Baker. ~° 
Thomas Motley Weddall. 
Charles James Barnes. 
George William Hodge. 
William Warwick King. 
George Henry Garrard. 
Henry Wansey. 
James Rooker; Francis Josias 
Cotton. 
William Moordaff. 


Laundy Walters. 

Nathaniel Creswick. 

Charles Bishop. 

George Blaxland. 

Robert Brown, sen. 

William Buckingham. 

William Buckley. 

Alfred Paget. 

John Thomas Ambrose; Saml. 
Steward ; Park Nelson. 

Robert Burrow. 

William Richard Drake. 

William Abraham Byrch. 

John Hessel Priestley. 

Robert Furley. 

Thomas Clark. 

Kay Clegg. 

Richard Clitherow. 

Edward Mountford Coleman. 

Thomas Commims. 

Clement Waldron. 


Francis Josias Cotton. 

William Garlick Coventon. 

Wm. Cross; Wm. Rowson ; 
Edward Paton Cearns. 

Woodruffe Daniel. 

Charles Edward Mathews. 

Octavius Chapman T. Eagle- 
ton. 

George Alfred Lloyd 

Jas. Tassel ; William Stewart 
Forster. 

Thos. Edwards; Edwd. Doyle. 

Charles Emmet. 

Fredk. Merrywether Burton. 

Philip Richard Falkner. 

John Douglass Finney. 

William Flux. 

Richard William Ford. 

Charles Henry Baskett. 

Stephen Pilgrim. 

John Fraser. 

John Edward Fullagar. 

Henry Richard Silvester. 


Gibbs, Philip Washbourne... Thomas Washbourne Gibbs. 


Gilliat, Charles 

Gole, Thomas, jun. ........ 
Gray, William Howard, B.A. 
Gregory, William Henry ... 
Haigh, James Clarke......... 
Haines, Edward Walter, jun. 


Hall, Thomas’ 3.5... cscclecood 
Harris, Henry soccsccseccsccseee 
Harvey, Fredk. Wm. 

Hett, Richard Thomas 
Hicklin, John William ... 
Higgin, Abraham Midgley ... 
Hird, Charles Frederick .... 
Horner, William Henry 
Hull, George Henry 

Hunt, Charles Philip Francis 
Hunt, Joseph, jun. 

Ingham, Thomas Dawson ... 
Jackson, Arthur Howland ... 


Jennings, Hen 
Jones, Charles Daveuport ove 
Jordan, Joseph...... sese0rs 
Kelly, William 

Lane, Arthur . 


William Allison. 

Thomas Gole, sen. 

William Gray. 

William Gregory, jun. 

John Luke Haigh. 

Edward Walter Haines; John 
Clutton. 

John Freeland. 

Henry Cockle. 

Edwin John Harvey. 

William Crawford Newby. 

Thomas Binns. 

James Stansfield. 

Charles William Hird. 

Alfred Sayres Edmunds, 

William Henry Withall. 

Daniel Morgan. 

Daniel Clarke, 

Francis Ferns. 

Henry Jackson; William. R. 
Wilson ; Chas. A. Emmet. 

Thomas Wrake Ratcliff. 

Marcus Louis, 

Henry Rogers. 

Isaac Harris Wrentmore. 

Wm Lane ; Herbert Lloyd. 





Names of Candidates. 
Lane, Charles Henry . 
Laycock, William ........... 
Leech, William, B.A. ...... 
Lucas, Charles Cecil 
Luke, Albert Fairweather ... 
Marcy, William Downes 
Maskell, Stuart Eaton .... 
May, William Henry ....... 
Meikle, John 
Morgan, Morgan ...... +++ 


Morgan, Rees Powell 
Morrison, Ernest Henry.... 
Mote, Richard Crofts 
Nelson, Charles Frederick .. 
Neve, Walter 

Notcutt, Thomas Foster 
Parkinson, George Lovell ... 


Parkinson, John, jun 
Parnell, George O’Connor ... 
Pater, John James ........ 


Pearless, John Richard .... 
Pope, William .......+-.00 


Preston, Charles Francis.... 
Purvis, Robert 

Quinn, Hugh 

Rance, Hy. Wm. Henniker 
Rickards, Frederick Stanley 
Roberts, William Henry 
Roscoe, Roscoe... ..-- ses... 
Rowlands, Joseph 
Rumbelow, William Merrick 


Rushworth, Chas. G. Golden 
Russell, Frank Milner 


Sawyer, William Phillips ... 
Shearman, John Gabriel. .. 
Shutte, Ernest Rd. Vyvyan 
Simpson, Francis............... 
Simpson, Wm. Harness ..... 
Smith, Edward : 
Smithson, Edward Walter... 
Sparks, James 

Spencer, William Martin, jun. 
Stanley, Joseph, jun. ...... 


Stockley, Thomas............ 
Strachan, Robert Rowbottom 
Strickland, Edward 
Sutcliffe, John 
Swann, Edward James 
Tapley, Richard Lewis 
Thomas, James George 
Trevenen, Sydney William... 
Walton, William 
Warburton, John... ......+- 
Warner, James 

Weston, George, M.A......... 
Wharton, Hugh ......... 
Wilkinson, Thomas.......... 
Wilson, Lawrence.......... 


Ree ee erase 


To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 

Lionel Oliver Bigg. 

George Dyson. 

Joseph Leech, 

Robert Francis Showler. 

George Frederick Truscott. 

George Marcy. 

Henry Watson Parker. 

Arthur Burch. 

Robert Reed Greig. 

Robt Francis Langley; Jehn 
Morris. 

David Randall. 

George Carter Morrison. 

Edward Mote. 

William Smith. 

Julius G. Shepherd. 

Stephen Abbott Notcutt, jun. 

Charles P. Froom; Henry 
Watson Parker. 

Thomas Russel Kent. 

Thos, Saunders Parnell. 

Thos. Eaton; John Pater;: 
Robert S. Gregson. 

William Gorham. 

John Thomas Tenney; Richd. 
Boyer. 

Francis Wheatley Preston. 

Christopher 4. Wawn. 

John Quinn.” 

Henry Rance. 

Benjamin Samuel Rickards. 

William Hicks. 

Hargreaves & Knowles. 

Robert Slaney. 

Merrick B. Bircham; Thomas 
Stephens. 

Chas. Harrington Rushworth. 

Andrew Alfred Collyer-Bris- 


tow. 
Charles Frederick Murray. 
Francis Robinson. 
Charles Francis Fisher. 
John Dabbs. 
James Tennant Simpson. 
Edwin Witchell. 
Robert Edward Smithson. 
William Stone. 
Thomas Massey. 
Isaac Bugg Coaks; Hy. Blake 
Miller. 
William Stockley. 
Thomas Frederick Taylor. 
Jacob Strickland. 
John Molesworth. 
Charles John Collins Prichard. 
Lewis Tapley. 
William Forrester. 
Edmund Carlyon. 
Charles Walton. 
John Godwin. 
Powell Warner. 
Richard Nicholson. 
John James Paul Moody. 
John Quinn. 
John Rogers Browne. 


Trinity Term, 1866. 


Herbert, Frederick Sanders... 


Leverton, Jessopp ; Francis 
Herbert. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 
The undermentioned gentlemen were on the 17th inst. 


called to the Bar :— 


By the Inner Temple—Edward Wilberforce, Edward Tal- 
bot Day Jones, Edward Bromley, Georse Wood Hill, James 
Brown Lister, John Henry Smith, James Reader White Bros, 
Samuel Laing, jun., John Charles Horsey James, Ed 

John Henry Empson, John Gerald Fitz-Maurice, 


Wagg, 

Frank Ramsden, Smith Taylor — Whitehead, Geo 
worthy, Henry Norsworthy, Henry William Moore, 
anson Lewis, William Hibberd 


Lean Wilkinson, Thomas 


Nors- 
omas 


Brewer, David Fenwick Steavenson, James John Cooper 
Wyld, and George Henry Maxwell Batten, Esqs. 
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By the Middle Temple—Robert NalderClarke, John Short, 
Exhibitioner, Alfred Allan Douglas, Hugh Lloyd Roberts, 


William Ogilvie Law, Thomas Elli 


bert Frederick Boyle, 


Rol 
John Victor Douglas De Wet, Jacob Cohen Stines, Philip 
Southby, Francis Fleming, Edward Spencer ee John 
i 


Robert 


Bradford, William Stewart Byrth. 


omson, Harrison Prince Thomson, Henry 


liam 
, Francis Herbert Westma- 


cott, Robert Winning, Charles William Rocher, and Robert 


Blair Swinton, Esqs. 
B 

Hall, : 

Collins, John Templer Prior, 


Holford Macdow 
Percival Balmer, John Hen 


Lincoln’s Inn—Edward Ford, John White, Charles 
jun., John Bradley D 


e, jun., Robert Hawthorn 
illiam Taylor Warry, Robert 


Bosanquet, Gerard Finch Dawson, John 
Reade, George Hurley Barne, 


George Giffard Dineley, and Wilfred Kendall Clementson, 


Mic 


8. 
me mye Inn—Henry Peat, William Edward Hilliard, 
ae adhustidana Datta, and John Gibson, Esqs. 





COURT PAPERS. 


.COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
MIcHAELMAS TERM, 1866. 
This Court will, on Saturday, the 22nd day of December 
next, hold a Sitting for the purpose of giving judgment in 
cases then standing for judgment. 


Nov. 20. 


This Court will, on Tuesday the 27th day of November, 
instant, hold a sitting, and will proceed in disposing of the 
cases in the special paper, and any other matters then pend- 


iu ent. 


judgments. 


and will also give judgment in cases then standing for 


Saturday, the 22nd December, is the day appointed for 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in. Middlesex and London before the 
Right Hon. Sir Fitzroy Kelly, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of 
her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, after Michaelmas Term, 
1866 


Middlesex.— Tuesday, Nov. 27—Inland Revenue and 
Special Juries ; Wednesday, Nov. 28, to Saturday, Dec. 8, 


both inclusive—S 


London.—Monday, Dec. 10, 


cial Juries and Common Juries. 


to Monday, Dee. 24, both in- 


clusive—Special.Juries and Common Juries. 
The Court will sit at ten o'clock each day. 
Asecond Court will sit for the trial of causes when neces- 


sary. 


MICHAELMAS 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 

The First Seal.— 

Tuesday; Dec.4 { App. mtns. & apps. 
Wednesday ..5..Petns. & appeals. 
Thursday .. 6 
Friday .... 7 
Saturday .. 8 
Monday ....10 
Tuesday ....11 
Wednesday 12 

Thursday ..13 { 
Friday ....14 
— Pret) 

onday ..66I7>A s. 
Tuesday ....18 ain 


Wednesday .19 

The Third Seal.~ 
Thursday ..20 en nd on nag 
Friday......21..Petns., & apps. 
Saturday ..22.. Appeals. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Chancery-lane. 
The First Seal.— 
Tuesday , Dec.4 { ittns & gen. pa. 
eieaiey 5 
ursday .. 6} General r. 
Friday... 7 oe 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 8 Ja sums,, and 
neral er. 
Monday ....10 = "7 


Tuesday ....11 
Wednesday 12 


Appeals. 


The Second Seal.— 
App. mtns, & apps. 


} General paper. 


The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..18 { Mtns, & gen. papr, 
Priday......14..General paper. 





CHANCERY SITTINGS. 


Term, 1866. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..15{ adj. sums, and 
genera! paper. 
Monday ....17 mat 


jay ....18 > General paper. 
Wednesday. .19 
The Third Seal.— 


Thursday ..20 { Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Friday ....21{adj. sums, and 
general paper. 
Saturday ..22..General ; aper. 
N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
Lincoln's Inn, 


The First Seal.— 
Tuesday, Dec.4 { App.mtns. & apps. 
Wednesday . 5 


Thursday .. | Appeals. 
Petns, in lunacy, 
Friday .... 74 dk. apps., app. 
petns., and apps. 
Saturday .. 8 


Monday ....10 
Tuesday ....1 i Appeals. 
Wednesday. 12 

The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..13 fo mtus, & apps. 





Petns. in lunacy, 
Friday ....14 4 bk, apps. app. 
tns, apps. 
Saturday ..15 “cum phe 
londay ....17 
Tuesday ....18 ¢ APpeals. 
Wednesday. .19, a aes 
Thorsday ..20 App. mtns. & apps. 
Petitns. in lunacy, 
Friday ....21}bk. apps., app. 
petns., & apps. 
Saturday ..22,. Appeals. 
Notice.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lords Justices shal! be 
engaged in the Full Court, or at 
the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted. 
V. C. Sin R. T. KINDERSLEY . 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 
Hermit { iene. & gen. pa. 
ednesday 
Thursday .. é| General paper. 
Ptns., adj. sums. 
Friday .... 7 & general paper. 7 


- causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 8 sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....10) 


Tuesday ....11 
Wednesday. .12 ) 


Thursday ..13 


General paper. 


1 The Second Seal.— 
Mtns., adj. sums,, 
& gen. pa. 

Petns., adj. sums., 
& general paper. 
Sht. causes, adj. 
sums., & gen. pa. 


Friday......14 
Saturday ..15 


Monday .... | ener 
paper. 


19 
The Third Seal.— 
--20 7 Mtns., adj. sums., 
& general paper. 
Ptns., adj. sums. 
Friday......21 and general paper. 
t. causes, adj. 
Saturday ..22 sums., & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V. C, Sux JOHN STUART. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


The First Seal.— 
Tuesday, Dec.4 {ee and causes. 
Wednesday 5 


Thursday .. H} Causes. 
Friday .... 7..Petitions& causes. 
Saturday .. 8..Sht. causes & caus. 








Monday ....i0 
Tuesday ....11 > Causes. 


Wednesday .12 ae 

Thursday ..13 aay pate 

Friday......14.. Ptns. & caus. 
.-15..Sht. caus, & caus. 


Petitions and re- 
maining mtns. 
Sht. causes, re- 
maining petns., & 
remaining mtns. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within 12 of the last cause o 
matter in the printed paper of 
day for hearing. 

V. C. Sir W. P. WOOD. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 

Tuesday, Dee.t | Stns & gen. pa. 


Wednesday . 5 
General paper. 


Friday ....21 


Saturday ..22 


Thursday .. 


6 
Friday ....7 
Pins., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. af ah. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....10 


Tuesday ....11 ? General paper. 
Wednesday 12 


‘ord Seal.— 
Thursday ..13 { The See pong 
Friday ....14..General paper. 
Petns. sht. causes, 
Saturday wis fa sums., and 
* (general 


paper. 
Monday ....17 
Tuesday....18 General paper. 


Wednesday 19) a Sea 

ie = 
Thursday 20 {Tee Lik 
Friday ....21 ta no asec 
Saturday ..22..Remaining petns. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 








PRIVATE BILLs IN PARLIAMENT.—During 
peaacapeen | to the standing orders of the House of Commons, all 
rtakings for which Acts of Parliament are to be 


new uli 


the present month, 


applied for in the next Session require to be advertised, and at 
e end of the month all plans, sections, and books of reference 
must be deposited. Last year the number exceeded 600, of 


which upwards of 300 related to railways, and of local Acts 

. Inthe next Session it is ex 

that of local applications the number wi 

Printed copies of bills are Og we to 
re the 


more than 300 were passed 


of Commons on or befo 


ted 

not ex . 
be lodged at the House 
rd of December, but this year 


they must be filed on or before the previous day, as the 23rd falls 


on a Sunday. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Qvoratron, Nov. 22, 1866. 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.] 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 89§ 
Ditto for Account, Dec. 6, 88§ 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 87} 
New 3 per Cent., 87 

Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 94 
Do. 2§ per Cent., Jan. ’94 

Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’°73 — 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — 


Annuities, April, ’85 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 5 pm 

Ditto, £500, Do, 5 pm 

Ditto, £100 & £200, Do 5 pm 

Bank of England Stock, 6§ per 
Ct. (last half-year) 249 

Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr. 74 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70 106 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 


Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 

Ditto, 5§ per Cent., May, '79 

Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
April, 64 — 

Do. Do., 5 per Cent,, Aug. "73 

Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct, £1000, pin 





Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 25 pm 
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INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
























































































, Price 
No. of} Dividend per 
shares} per annum Names. Shares.| Paid. -| share. 
£ [£8 a/£ 8. d. 
5000] 5 per cent] Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life) 100 {10 0 0/26 17 6 
4000} 40 pe & bs} County... ove e+, 100 |10 0 0/85 0 0 
40000] 8 per cent} Eagle ose eee - 50 15 O 0)-617 6 
10000} 72 1s 8d pe} Equityand Law ... --| 100 |6 0 0) 715 0 
20000] 77 2810d pc} English & Seot. Law Life, 50 1310 0) 415 0 
700} 5 per cent | Equitable Reversionary,..; 105 ww. (95 0 0 
4600} 5 percent} Do. New... + 50 [50 0 0/45 0 0 
5000] 5&3pshb) Gresham Life .. ...| 20 15 0 0 
20000] Sper cent|Guardian... ..._...| 100 {50 0 0/44 0 0 
20000] 7 per cent| Home & Col. Ass.,Limtd. 50 |5 0 0|)2 0 0 
7500] 84 per cent| Imperial Life ...  ..{ 100 |10 0 O|15 0 0 
50000] 10 per cent] Law Fire... ... «| 100 | 210 0/5 0 0 
10000} 324 pr cent) Law Life... ... ae} 100 10 0 0/8715 0 

100000] 66-7 pr et|Law Union :.. ...| 10 | 010 0/016 6 
20000] 6s p share] Legal & General Life ..| 50 [8 0 0/8 0 0 
20000} 5 per cent| London& Provincial Law| 50 [417 8] 4 5 0 
40000} 10 percent| North Brit. & Mercantile) 50 |6 5 0/1615 0 

2500} 124 & bns| Provident Life ... «| 100 [10 0 0/38 0 0 

689220] 20 per cent| Royal Exchange... ...| Stock] All | 295 

— | 6$percent|Sun Fire ...  ... w+! os | All |2030 0 
4000 eee Do. Life ... ove a ae All 163 0 0 
RAILWAY STOCK. 

Shares. Railways. Paid, |Closing Prices. 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......... sovneeesookterse se} 100 88 
Stock | Caledonian 100 123 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ......ccessseee 100 119 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .........0.-| 100 27 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 .........| 100 6 
Stock | Great Northern 100 117 
Stock} Do., A Stock* 100 1265 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 92 
Stock | Great Western— Original ........... eticaghoce 100 534 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford... ........00 100 38 
Stock Do., d0.—Ne@wport .......cccesees 100 35 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .... 100 1244 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South 100 84 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover 100 18 
Stock | London and North-Western 100 117 
Stock | London and South-Western 100 84 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lin 100 50 
Stock | Metropolitan............ eooseonees 100 1254 

10 Do., New... _ 2jpm 
Stock | Midland 100 124 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby .......... ++} 100 95 
Stock | North British 100 33 
Stock | North London a 100 120 

10 Do., 1864 5 7 
Stock | North Staffordshire 100 74 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 154 
Stock | South Devon ...... 100 45 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 64 
Stock | Taff Vale 100 150 

10 | Do., C = 3$ pm 














* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 





Monzy Market anv City INTELLIGENCE. 


Thursday Night. 

Russia having appeared once more in the market as a borrower 
of £6,000,000, thas bad the effect of making the rates for money 
somewhat higher, and it is very generally understood that 
absorption of capital may still further be produced by loans in 
other quarters. In addition to this, there will be a large sum of 
money required to payjdividends to creditors of the various com- 
—_ which are at the present time in course of liquidation ; 

ividends in several of them having alread: announced. 
In the case of the Mercantile Credit Association, the payment of 
the dividend which commenced on Tuesday, absorbed no less a 
sum than £300,000 ; and there are many claims which have not 
yet been adjusted. 

Under these circumstances, taking into consideration also the 
fact that the corn markets are in a very nnsettled state, 
with ev indication of continued high rates, it was not 
expected that any diminution would be made in the official 
minimum to-day ; and the Bank court concluded without any 
change having been effected. 

Consols are now 89} to 90 for money, and for the account ex- 
dividend, 88} to 883. 
© Foreign stocks have met with more inquiry. Purchases 
have been made both for speculation and investment, and there 
is every prospect of an upward tendency being continued. 
Mexican and Turkish stock have been principally dealt in ; but 
all foreign loans are ing more attention, now that so many 
disclosures of an unfavourable character have been made in the 
cases of joint-stock enterprise at home. 

It has transpired that a petition is to be ted to Parlia- 
ment against the proposals of the London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway nay for the liquidation of outstanding claims ; 
and a Member of Parliament has promised to take charge of it. 
As some evidence of the light in which the measures of the 
representatives of the company are viewed, it may be noted that 
the publicity given to them caused the stock to recede. 





—<——2 

Banking, insurance, and miscellaneous shares have been rather 
more actively purchased; and although there have been some 
fluctuations in prices, especially in credit and finance 
quotations have but slightly altered. - 

On Tuesday an extraordinary general meeting of shareholders 
in the Bank of Hindustan, China, and Japan (Limited) was 
at which it was resolved to wind up voluntary under the sy 
vision of the court. Some charges were made rape the solicitors 
to the bank, which those gentlemen indignantly melee 

In the case of Overend, Seer, and Co., (Limited), Vicg 
Chancelor Kindersley to day decided that the motions should 
stand over till the first day of the sittings after term. Mr. Peck 
was directed to bring £10,000 into court in part payment of the 
£20,000 call, and his credit of £26,000 to stand as a security for 
the remaining £10,000. 

In re Barned’s banking company to-da (Thmsetay?, Mr. 
Church, the chief clerk at the Rolls, said he considered it the 
interest of creditors and contributors that the official liquidator 
should proceed as soon as possible to settle the list ; he depre- 
cated any further delay, and said he should require a good case 
to be made before he pare, any further extensions of time 
upon the application of contributories. 

Petitions have béen ‘one to wind up the following com- 

ies:—The Bank of Queensland (Limited); The fRegent’s 
anal Iron Works Company (Limited) ; the London, Italian and 
Adriatic Steam Navigation Company (Limited) .* 





Tue Fire IN THE HAMPSTEAD-ROAD.—The inquiry into the 
circumstances mage | the deaths of the three children, 
Emanuel, Miriam, and Sophia Lazarus, at the recent fire in the 
Hampstead-road, was continued yesterday here Dr. Lankester, 
at the Vestry-hall, St. Pancras. Mr. Solomons, solicitor, 

-attended, as on the two Yaga occasions, on behalf of the 
parents of the deceased ; and Mr. Superintendent Loxton watched 
the case on the part of the police, against whom the charge was 
made that they had been accessory to the death of the children 
by forcibly and unnecessarily preventing persons from attempt- 
ing to rescue them. The jury returned a verdict to the effect 
that the children had met with their death through suffocation 
on the night of the 5th of November, but that they were of 
opinion their deaths might have been prevented had it not been 
for negligence on the part of Nos. 50 and 216 S in not carrying 
out their instructions with regard to the saving of life in cases of 


fire. 

In reply to the Coroner, the jury said they did not mean to imply 
by their verdict that the two policemen in question ought to be 
committed on a charge of manslaughter. 


SeRJsEANTS’-InN.—The inn or hall in Chancery-lane, of the 
ancient order of serjeants-at-law has, under the auspices of Mr, 
wg Bain, the present treasurer, just been thoroughly repainted 
and renovated, prior to the judges and serjeants dining there, 
according to custom, on the first day of Michaelmas term. The 
apartments of Serjeants’-inn, the drawing-room in particular, are 
very handsome. The windows are of painted glass, and contain 
a number of the arms of bygone eminent judges and lawyers, 
The collection of judicial portraits is probably one of the finest 
in the kingdom. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE NEW AUCTION MART. 
Nov. 19.—By Mr. G. A. Smira. 

Copyhold farmhouse, with paddock and grounds, containing 5la Or 6p,. 

yoy 18 acres ef arable land, situate at Abbots Langley, Herts—Sold for 
5,600. 
‘ Nov. 20.—By Messrs. Eaoop & Son. 

Leasehold residence, No. 27, Upper Seymour-street, Portman-square; 
term, 6 years —— at £10 per annum—Sold for £620, 

Leasehold residence, No. 147, Great Portland-street, St. Marylebone ; let 
on lease at £100 per annum ; term, nearly 40 years, at £35 perannum 
—Sold for £755. 

By Messrs. Norton, Tarst, & Co. 

Leasehold d-rent of £400 per annum, arising from property in 
Basinghall-street, known as Guildhall-chambers; term, 94} years,. 
from 1848—Sold for £8,500. : 

Freehold flour mill, wharf, house, and premises, situate in St, Leonards- 
street, Bow—Sold for £2,500. 

Freehold plot of building land, fronting Muswell-hill-road—-Sold for £500. 

Freehold plot of building land, fronting Muswell-hill-road—Sold for £220. 

Freehold plot of building land, fronting Muswell-hill-road—Sold for £339. 

Nov. 21.— ay Messrs. DeBenHAM, Tewson, & Farmer. 
nent house and shop, No. 45, Beech-street, Barbican—Sold ‘for 


1,600. 

Copyhold house and shop in Church-street, Hackney; let at £35 per 
annum—Sold for £650, 

Leasehold house, No. 3, George-villas, Princes-road, Buckhurst-hill; let 
at £23 per annum ; term, 99 years from 1865, at £4 4s, per annum— 
Sold for £250. 

Leasehold business premises, No. 3, Westbourne-place, Bishop’s-road, 
Paddington ; term, about 18 years unexpired, at £180 per annum— 
Sold for £150, 

By Mr. T. N. Arsen. 


Leasehold residence, No. 16, Berkeley-square ; term, 52 years, at £45 
per annum, and underlet for the whole term at £250 and £330 per 
annum—Sold for £2,800. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
piRCH—On Nov. 18, the wife of C. Birch, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a 


son. 
PROTHERS—On Nov. 7, at ryote ce, Bayswater, the wife of 
f, Prothers, Esq., Barrister, of a daughter. 
'—On Nov. 17, at Kensington-park-gardens, the wife of S. 8. 
Scott, Esq., Barrister, of a daughter. 
woOD—On Nov. 18, at Liverpool, the wife of C. Wood, Esq., Barrister, 


of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

BALL—SKELTON—On Sept. 1, at the Roman Catholic Cathedral at 
Hong Kong, the Hon. H. J. Ball, Acting Chief Justice of Hong 
Kong, son of the late H. Ball, Esq., Barrister, to Sarah W. M., 
daughter of J. Skelton, Esq., London. 

ROWSELL—LANCASTER—On Nov. 17, at Holy Trinity Church, Pad- 
dington, F. W. Rowsell, Esq., Middle Temple, Barrister, to Har- 
riette E., daughter of W. S. Lancaster, Esq., Stamford-hill. 

DEATHS. 

{CHETHAM—On Nov. 17, at Adelaide-terrace, Halton-road, W., Mary 

J., daughter of the late W. Chetham, Esq., Falcon-square, Solicitor, 


76. 
ROBINSON—On Nov. 21, at Appleby, Westmoreland, Thomas Robin- 
son, Esq., Solicitor, aged 58, 
YARDLEY—On Nov. 18, at Blandford-square, E. Yardley, Esq., Magis- 
trate of the Marylebone Police Court, aged 58. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Baggatty, Joan, Esq, near Litchfield, and Joun P. Dyozr, Jun., 

Litchfield. £34 6s. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities— 

Claimed by said J. P. Dyott, Jun., the survivor. 

DaaWBRIDGE, Mary A., Whitstable, near Canterbury, Spinster, now 
wife of James R. Daniels, Master Mariner. £23 16s. 8d. New 43 per 
Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by said J. R. Daniels, administrator of 
said M. A. Daniels, deceased. 

Lanpon, Sopn1a C., Westborne-place, Pimlico, widow, and James 
Nelthorpe, Esq., St. James-street, deceased. £30 12s. 74., New 
£3 per Cent. Annuities.— Claimed by said S. C. Landon, widow, the 
survivor. 

Perrie, Francis P., Wilmot-street, Brunswick-square, Spinster. £100 
Consolidated £3 per Cent, Annuities.—Claimed by G. R. Lee, her 
husband and administrator. 

SrerHens, Ropert, Esq., Rotherfield-street, Islington, and Annie Short, 
aminor. £100 Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by 
said A. Shirt, now of age, the survivor. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


GBinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Fripay, Nov, (6, 1866. 
Lim1TEp rn CHANCERY. 

British and American Steam Navigation Company (Limited).—Vice- 
Chancellor Stuart has, by an order dated Nov 9, ordered that the 
yoluntary winding-up of this company be continued. Flux & 
Argles, East India-avenue, Leadenhail-st, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Leeswood Iron Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, made by the 
Master of the Rolls on Nov 10. Chester & Urquhart, Staple-inn, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Bank of Hindustan, China, and Japan (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart has, by an order dated Nov 14, appointed Frederick May- 
nard, Bread-st, Arthur Cooper, George-st, and David Chadwick, Gt 
George-st, provisional official liquidators. 

Royal Hotel Company of Great Yarmouth (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls has, by an order dated Nov 2, appointed Thomas Parker 
Copeman, 27, Buckingham-st, Strand, official liquidator. 

London Offices Company (Limited).— Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Nov 15, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on Noy 24. Pulbrook, Threadneedle-st, solicitor for the petitioner. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Cork and Youghal Railway Company.—The adjudication upon the 
debts and claims of this company has been adjourned to Dec 10 at 
12, The creditors who have not already sent in notices of their 
debts and claims, are peremptorily required, on or before Dec 1, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William Turquand, 16, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Second St Peter’s Fifty Pounds Money Company.—Creditors are re- 

, on or before Dec 16, to send their names and addresses, and 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Peter Thompson, 19, 
Mount-st, Manchester. Saturday, Dec 22 at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 
Tuxspay, Nov. 20, 1866, 
Limitep in CHANCERY, 

National Financial Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, made by 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart on Nov 9. Harrison & Co, Old Jewry, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. seat 

Tavistock Iron Works and Steel Ordnance Company (Limited).— 
Order to wind up, made by the Master of the Rolls on Nov 10. 
Cunliffe & Beaumont, Chancery-lane, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Colonial and General Gas Cups (Limited).— Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart has, by an order dated Nov 9, ordered that the voluntary 
winding-up of this company ‘be continued. Nash & Co, Suffolk- 

lane, Cannon-st, solicitors for the petitioner ; William Graham, and 

Howard & Co, Paternoster-row, solicitors for the petitioner William 


Granite and Hard Stone Working Company (Limited).—Order to 
wind up, made by Vice-Chancellor Stuart on Novy 9. Mathews & 
€o, Leadenhall-st, solicitors for the petitioner. 





| Evill, Thos, Bathford, Somerset,Gent. Dec 8. 





Regent’s Canal Ironworks Company (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing-up, presented Nov 17, directed to be heard before Vice-Chan- 
come Kindersley on Dec7. Flux & Argles, East India-avenue, 
Leadenhall-st, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Hafod Hotel tae for winding-up, presented 
Nov 17, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Dec 
8. Marsden, Walbrook, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Freehold Land and Brickmaking Company (Limited).—Order to wind- 
up, made by the Master of the Rolls on Nov 12. Stuart & Massey, 
Gray’s-inn-sq, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Merchants’ Company (Limited).—Order to wind up, made by the 
Master of the Rolls on Nov 12. Bailey, Tokenhouse-yard, solicitor 
for the petitioner. 

Slate Mountain Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec 17, to send their names and addresses, and the ticu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to George Scott, 2, Bond-ct, Walbrook. 
Friday, Jan 11 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

London, Italian, and Adriatic Steam Navigation Company (Limited). 
—A meeting of the creditors and contributories of the above com- 
pany will be held at the London Tavern, on Nov 28 at 12, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the wishes of the creditors and contribn- 
tories of the company in the matter of the sale of the six steamships 
of the company. 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Cork and Youghal Railway Company.—The creditors of this com- 
pany, in respect of lands, for the taking of which notice was given 
to them by this company, are required, on or before Jan 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their claims, to 
Messrs. Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson, 4, Nicholas-lane. Jan 
+ at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the said 
claims. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frupay, Nov. 16, 1866. 
Bilton Friendly Society, Bilton, Warwick. Nov 9. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Prod. 
Fripay, Nov. 16, 1866. 
Butler, Wm, Fryerning, ur Ingatestowne, Essex,Gent. Dec6. But- 


ler v Carter, M. R. 
Beak v Briscoe, V. C. 
Kindersle 


y. 
; ee, Thos, Old Palace, Croydon, Gent. Dec 17. Joy v Wren, V.C, 
t 


uart. 
Sankey, Sarah Ann, Chatham, Kent, Spinster. Dec 7. Frew v Strange’ 
Townson, Benj, Westmorland, Yeoman. Dec 3. Townson » Town- 


son, V. C. Kindersley. 
Waters, John, Meeching, Sussex, Mariner. Dec 12. Waters v. Bull. 
V. C. Kindersley. 
Tuxspay, Nov. 20, 1866. 
—_ Wn, Bideford, Devon, Auctioneer. Dec 17. Jones » Hooper. 
N 


Donaldson, John Lockwood, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Gent. Dec 4. 

Donaldson v Donaldson. V.C. Stuart. 

Mead, Geo, Yord-rd Iron works, Commercial-rd Eatt, Engineer. Dec 
21. V. C. Stuart. 

Powell, Wm, Cwmcovereth, Lianigon, Brecon, Farmer. Dec 14. 
Morgan v Price. V.C. Stuart. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpar, Nov. 16, 1866. 
Atkinson, John Ashby, Tydd St Mary, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 1. 
Copeman, Holbeach. 
Aumonier, Fredc Gibson, Leadehhall-st, Jeweller. Dec 20. Bannis- 
ter & Robinson, Rectory House, Martin’s-lane, , 
Biakeley, Fras, Mundon, Essex, Farmer. Jan 1. J. & W. Crick, Malden. 
Bloss, Wm, Bruudish, Suffolk, Farmer. Jan 1. Taylor, Norwich. 
Capewell, Wm, Birm, Wireworker. Jan 14. Jagger, Birm. 
Coxon, Fras, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gent. Dec 15. Blacklock, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. : 
Fossi, Don José Moria, Turner-st, Commercial-rd, Government Em- 
ployé. Nov 30. W. & H. P. Sharp, Gresham House, Old Broad-st. 
Froggatt, Hy, Rose Lodge, Tulse-hill, Esq. Dec 24. Burn, Carter- 
lane, Doctors’-commons. k 

Grahamsley, Jane, Whickham, Durham, Widow. Dec 5, Bousfield, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. : : 

Harvey, Rose, Old Kent-rd, Surrey, Widow. Jan 1. Robimson, 
yen wit neg 

ag era Nottingham, Farmer. Jan 7. Marshall & Son 

it Re 5 

Howard, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Leather Seller. Dec 15. Black- 
lock, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, : i s 

Keoing, Bere Hy, Hyde-pk-gate, Esq. Jan 1. Wright, Lincoln’s- 
inn- . . 

Marwood, Mary, Scarborough, York. Dec 25. Bannister & Robinson, 
Rectory-House, Martin’s-lane. 

Read, Robt, Cheddar, Somerset, Butcher. Dec 15. Parker, Axbridge, 
nr Weston-super-Mare. : 

Remington, Hy, Ulverston, Lancaster, Attorney, Jan 31. Reming. 
ton, Ulverston. 

Roberts, Robt, Mold, Flint, Publican. Deo 10, & Co, Mold. 

Sanders, Thos, Bath, Rear-Admiral. Jani. Gill & Bush, Bath, 

Si , Colonel, Egyptian Hall, Piccadilly, Public Performer. 
13. Church & Sons, Bedford-row. 

Worthington, Wm, Stilton, Huntingdon, Gent. Dec 3!. Johnson, 
Lincoln’s-inns " 

Young, Austin Little, Longton, Stafford, Attorney. Jan 2. Thur- 
stans, Wolverhampton. 

Turspax, Nov. 20, 1866, 

Bill, Renj, Ledbury, Hereford, Timber Merchant. Jan 1. Masefield 

& Sons, Ledbury. 
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Coeeets Jas John, Cleveland-st, Camberwell, Barge Owner. Jan 7. 
Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

cusker, Bernard , Linacre, nr Lpool, Merchant. Mar 1. Yates & Co, 
Lpoo. 

Foster, bu'® ae Surrey, Esq. Jan 20. Freshfields & Newman, 

Harsioga, Zohn, SRowbaty, Berks, Esq. Dec 31. Lee & Co, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fie 

Hudson, Thos Beaumont, Staplehurst, Kent, Gent. Jan10. Hudson, 
Fenchurch-buildings. 

» Berks, Esq. Decl4, Young 


Lang, Hy, Melmoth 
rick’s-pl, Ol J A 
mt, Widow. Jan 1. Wightwick & 


Neame, narbary Sellinge, . R rs 
Co, Cante! . 
Philips, W keete-hill, Kent, Farmer. Dec 30. Russell & Co, Old 


Jewry-chambers. 
— Thos, Ox Close, nr Ripon, York, Farmer. Jan 10. Siddall, 


Rudd. "as Satterthwaite, Sydenham. Jan1. Essel & Co, Rochester. 
Skudder, John, Church-row, Horsleydown. Jan 1. Price, Abchurch- 


sont, ; Benj, Handford, Stafford, Grocer. Dec7. Slaney & Winstan- 
ley, Newcastle. 


Thompson, Maria Stewart, Brussels, Belgium, Widow. Dec 21. 
Bailey, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Tingle, Benj, Grenoside, Ecclesfield, York, Steel Refiner. Jan 1. 
Rodgers & Thomas, Sheffield, 

Tomkinson, John, Runcorn, Chester, Stone Merchant. Jan 15. 


Chorlton, Runcorn. 

Whiteman, John Clarmont, Heydon-grove, Epping, Esq. Jan 20. 
Freshfields & Newman, Bank-buil 

Winyard, Saml, St Ann’s-rd, Mile-end Old- town, Licensed Victualler. 
Jan |. Price, Abchurch-! lane. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, Nov. 16, 1866, 
Abrahams, Lewis, Strand, Jeweller. Nov 13. Comp. Reg Nov 14. 
pon John, Ys John Webb, a Pountney-lane, Merchants. 
Oct 19. Inspectorship. 
Allan, Wm David, Biliter-sq, Rskipbra podiat: Oct 19. Comp. Reg Nov 16. 
Amies, Benj, 1 Trunch, Norfolk, General-shop Keeper. Nov 7. Asst. 
g Novi 
Bagley, Edwed Geo, , Pant, nr Oswestry, Salop, Grocer. Oct 19. Comp. 
gz Nov 14 
Batty, Wm, Poultry, Tailor. Oct 20. Comp. Reg Nov! 
Bell, Sheps mc South Shields, Durham, Merchant. Nov 2, Asst. 
g Nov 
Blacke, Jas, & John Richd Blacke, Harley Bank, nr Todmorden, York, 
Architects, Oct 20. Asst. Reg Nov 15. 


Boorn, Thos, North Shields, Northumberland, Butcher. Oct 23. 
Asst. Reg Nov 15. 

ey Saml, Hanley, Stafford, Draper. Oct 27. Comp. Reg 
ov 


— — Geo, Devonport, Devon, Grocer. Oct 19. Asst. Reg 
=. Thos, Frome Selwood, Somerset, Painter. Oct 31. Asst. Reg 


Brown, John, Aston Cantloe, Warwick, Farmer. Nov 14. Comp. 
eg Nov 1 

a: »Geo, Manch, Iron Merchant. Oct 17. Asst. Reg Nov 14. 

C dow, Geo, East Stonehouse, Devon, Draper. Oct 22. Asst. Reg 


Nov! 
oe ohn, Alpha-pl, Peckham, Grocer. Oct 16. Asst. Reg 
Oct 17. Asst. Reg 


cnttenden, Hy, Low Leyton, Essex, Grocer. 


onnth, aon Bristol, Leather Merchant. Oct 15. Asst. Reg Nov 12. 
Davis, Ann, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothier. Nov 1. Comp. Reg 


Nov 
Dilks, Jas, jes, Ronee, , Lithographer. Nov !. Comp. Reg Nov 14, 
Dixon, W m Fras, Lpool, Earthenware Dealer. Nov 13. Comp. Reg 


v 16, 
Dodge, Ann, Oldham, Lancaster, Stationer. Oct 22. Asst. Reg Nov 15. 
er Edwd Saml, Bristol, Accountant. Nov 14. Asst. Reg 
ov 
—— Wm, Llangollen, Denbigh, Grocer. Oct. 19. Asst. Reg 


xis, " Fredk Wn, Senin, Campbell-rd, Bow, Builder. Oct 19. 
Asst. Reg Nov 
Figg, John, Camden: town, nr Forton, Southampton, Baker. Nov 5. 
Asst. Reg Nov 1 
ee Walter, War Office, Government Clerk. Nov 14. Comp. 
ov 16, 
Frank, Geo, Bradford, York, Draper. Oct 31. Asst. Reg Nov 13. 
Gammon, Danl, Smith-sq, Mill Millbank, Firewood Merchant. Oct 8. 
or Peter, G 


Inspectorship. Reg Nov 
vce Re irimebary, nr Banbury, out of business. Nov 12, 
if 
Glovers Jas, ley ay: Hartlepool, Durham, Travelling Draper. Oct 19. 
eae wt Jas, Woet | Ham, Essex, Builder, Oct 25. Comp. Reg Nov 16. 


Hickman, Hy, Sedgley, Stafford, Timber Dealer. Nov 12. Comp. 
Reg Nov 1 


Hogg, ot hag “Denton Burn, Northumberland, Cartwright. Oct 18. 
Comp. Reg Nov 13. 
Horton, Wm Thos, Birm, Watch Manufacturer. Nov 1. Comp. Reg 


Nov 13. 
Howard, Jas, Denton, Lancaster, Hat Manufacturer. Nov 9. Comp. 
Reg Nov 14, 
—s John, jun, Worcester, Earthenware Dealer, Nov 9. Asst. 
eg Nov l4. 
— Alfred, Ramsgate, Kent, Grocer. Nov 2. Comp. Reg 
ov 15. 
Hyde, Hy, Walsall, Stafford, Ale Dealer. Nov 3, Asst. Reg Nov 14. 
Jemmoen. hes, & John Jackson, Sheffield, Builders. Oct 4, Comp. 
eg Nov 15. 
os Wm Hy, Scarborough, York, Hotel Keeper. Oct 19. Asst. 
e Nov 15, 





ote Woodcock, St Asaph, Flint,Gent. Nov8. Comp. 
Kisch, P-s4 Abraham, Adelphi-ter, Strand, Gent. Nov 13. Asst, 
Last, freee Wm, Heathcock-ct, Strand, Printer. Nov 14. Comp, 
Maher, Jo Jas Gregory, Bristol, Woollen Draper. Oct 23. Comp. Reg 


Mayall, Jas, Saddleworth, & Abraham Lord, Oldham, Lancaster, 
tton nm Spinners. Oct 19. Asst. Reg Nov 15. 

Oe Obes Chas » lee, Covent-garden Market, Druggist. Nov 9, 

MeNicol, Pm han Lpool, Iron Merchant. Nov3. Asst. Reg Nov 14, 

Hentapenery, Chas, Chester, Stationer. Oct 19. Asst. Reg Nov 15, 

Mordannt, Geo, Sheffield, Picture Dealer. Oot 31. Comp. Reg 


Noy 15. 

Musgrave, Geo Hartlepool, Durham, Shipsmith, Oct 30, 
Aas. Reg Mov yg : ” 

—. ore. Everton, Lpool, Builder. Nov 9. race 

g Nov 

Owen, Geo, Lpool, Agent. Nov’7. Comp. Reg Nov 

Peake, Sam!, raion Heath, Stafford, Grocer. Nova. “Comp. Reg 
lov 


Pepper, Thos, yy onc sy Norton-in-the-Moors, Stafford, Grocer. 
Oct 18. Asst. Reg Novi 

amr Wm, Bolton, cs I Linendraper, Nov 1. Asst. Reg 

Philips, pm he pronieg, Gracechurch-st, Insurance Agent. Oct 26, 


Purkis, F tate Gosport, Southampton, Grocer. Nov 7. Comp. Reg 


Novl 
Rees, David, Bristol, Hotel Keeper. Oct 15. Asst. Re et 12. 
Rivers, sg Mollart, Hanley, Stafford, Watchmaker. Asst. 


— it “band, Scarborough, York, Hairdresser. Oct 24. Asst. 
Ov 


suber. (fh & Hagbath Gregersen, Russell-st) Rotherhithe, Pro- 
vision Merchants. Oct 16. Asst. Reg Nov 13, 
Seyzinger, dy Tag a ia de Northampton, Coal Merchant. Nov 6.. 


Reg 
Smith, Thos, Wilvorbidispnea: Merchant. Oct 22. Asst. Reg Nov 14. 
e ~) yg Hy, Vauxhall-bridge-rd, Painter. Nov 13. Comp. Reg 


stringer, Richd, Hunslet, Leeds, Carter. Nov 9. Reg 
0 


Toor. John, Jasper, The Pavement, Clapham, Upholsterer. Oct 23. 
Comp. Reg Nov 16. 

big bon ina Bishop Auckland, Durham, Tailor. Oct20.Comp. Reg 
ov 

Thomas, John Swain, Blandford, Dorset, Licensed Victualler. Nov 13, 


Comp. 


Comp. Reg Nov 15. 
Timewell, Eliezer, Lpool, Victualler. Oct 27. Comp. Reg Nov 16, 
Tonks, Jas, Aston, Warwick, Jeweller. Oct 18. Comp. Reg Nev 15. 


Walker, Thos Fallows, Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Draper. Oct 19. 
Asst. Reg Nov 14. 

Wilson, Wm., Lpool, Comm Merchant. Novi5. Comp. Reg Nov 16. 

Wilkingon, John, jun, Birm, Glass Dealer. Nov 1. Comp. 


Woodwell, John, Bracknell, Warfield, Berks, Builder, July 23. Asst. 


Reg Nov 2, 
Tugspay, Nov. 20, 1865, 
Albatt, ae, Selly Oak, Worcester, Blacksmith. Nov 7, Comp. 


Alden tose Hannah, Lever-st, St Luke’s, Widow. Novl. Comp. 

gz Nov l 

Alder, Daniel, Lpool, Fancy Stationer. Nov6. Asst. Reg Nov 19. 

Ae a ia Thos, Ford-rd, Old Ford, Silk Finisher. Nov 13. Comp. 
e 

Appleby, Robt, Pickering, York, Butcher. Nov 8. Comp. Reg 


Ashmore, Thos, & Geo io Selon Hosie Lyall, Lpool, African Mer- 
17. 


chants. Nov 6. mp 
Baker, Worthy, Bath, Licensed ictualler. Oct 25. Asst. Reg Nov 20. 
Oct 22, Asst. Reg 


Barker, © eae Abbotts Hall, Essex, Farmer. 
Belson, Robt Daniel, Martham, Norfolk, Seed Merchant. Nov 6. Asst. 


Nov 19. 
Reg Nov 20. 
Birch, Wm, Leicester, Jeweller. Nov 15. Comp. Reg Nov 16. 
Reg Nov 16. 


Blackburn, , Cotton Broker. Novl. Comp. 
— Thos, a change Offices, Mark-lane, Flour Agent. Oct 16. 


— wo age a Chester, Ribbon Manufacturer, Nov 10° 
te 19 
Britton, John, Bristol, Draper. Nov 6. Asst. Reg Nov 19 


Brockman, _~ Horse , Norfolk, Farmer. Oct 24, Asst. Nov 17, 

Byron, Wm, Sheffield, Builder. Nov 13. Comp. Reg Nov 1 

i) ed baa Deykin, Birm, General Merchant. Nov 9. Asst. Reg 

‘ov 

Cooke, or Tos: imme Chester, Ribbon Manufacturer. Oct 20. 
Asst. ‘ov 16 

Davis, Edwd, Bath, Cabinet Maker. Oct 31. Asst. Reg Nov 19. 

— .. Wan, Weston-by- Welland, Northampton, Wheelwright. Oct 
2 5 


Nov 19. 
——_ Wm, worth, Leicester, Draper. Oct 24. Asst. Reg 


v 20. 
Ewart, Archibald, Prospect-pl, Edgware-rd, Draper. Oct 29, Asst. 


Reg Nov 1 
Peal John; Manch, Professor of Music. Nov 8. Oomp. Reg 


Giles, Ges, ham, hg Plumber. Nov 15. Comp. Reg} af 16. 
on. a mane | ruth, Cornwall, Travelling Draper, Oct 29. Asst. 
g N 


—, vm, Scott-st, Bethnal-green, Fish Salesman. Nov 16. Comp. 
Gough, sho Finsbury-pavement, General Outfitter. Nov 15. Comp. 


Grae Jo John Eaton, Tividale, Tipton, Stafford, Ironfounder. Nov 9- 
Comp. Reg Nov 20. 
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Hall, Pale, Manch, Smallware Manufacturer, Oct 25. Comp. Reg 


- Nov 
Balle a Mary, Barbican, Ironmonger. Oct 31. oT we Reg Nov 16. 
Saree, — Stevenage, Hertford,” Bootmaker. Nov Comp. Reg 
Nov 
Hayes, Ye ol oe Quarter, Boston, Lincoln, Publican. Oct 31. 
vl 
sale, itehd, shetiield, Penknife Manufacturer. Nov 13. Comp. 


uy. il Wm Sa Saml, Lamb’s Conduit-st, Fruiterer. Nov13. Comp. Reg 


winton Pre *rredk, High Holborn, Stationer. Nov 2, Comp. Reg Noy !7. 
a ee Thos, Jee Cross, Chester, Innkeeper. Nov 13. Comp, 
eg Nov 19. 

Humphris, Daniel Hatherley, nr Cheltenham, Gloucester, Brass- 
founder. Oct 23. Comp. Reg Nov 17. 

Jones, Wm, Cowlishaw, ur Oldham, Lancaster, Willower. Nov 7. 
Comp. Reg Nov 16 

Jones, wm Owen, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Grocer. Nov 14, Comp. 


Kowalaki, ‘Ferdinand, Sheffield, Hosier. Oct 23. Comp. Reg Nov 20. 

Laforest, Jas John, King’s-rd, Bedford-row, Architect. ov 12, 
Comp. Reg Nov |6. 

Lambert, Miles, Lpool, Tailor. Nov 17. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 

Lea, Jas, Appleton-within-Widnes, Lancaster, Builder, 
Comp. Reg Noy 17. 


Nov 12, 


a a ras “ye =; Sandown, Isle of Wight, Insurance Agent. Nov 
de 
‘Levy, Abronass, Rruiltery- st, Bishopsgate, Wholesale Draper. Oct 24. 
Comp. Reg Nov 
toe rf Wm, Roath, Glamorgan, Ironfounder. 
eg 
as eog hy Philip, Well-st, Wellclose-sq, Tailor. Novy 19. Comp. Reg 


Nov 7. Asst. 


Marks, Joseph ination, Edgbaston, Birm, Comm Agent. Nov 17. 
Comp. Reg Nov 19, 
sg sy rade Chapter-rd, Kennington, Clerk. Noy 7. Comp. Reg 


Mookie, Thos, Cottage-pl, Brompton, Gent. Oct 18. Comp. Reg 
ov 
‘Oaks, Wm, Lpool, Wireworker. Oct : 25. Comp. 7 19, 
Pettett, Wm, North ton, Shoe . Nov 10. Comp. 
Reg Nov 16. 
Phipps, Hy, Brecon, Draper. Nov6. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
“—: "wa Lower Thames-st, Wine Merchant. Nov 3. Comp. Reg 
ov 
‘Popple, a Sheffield, Builder. Oct 23. Comp. Reg Nov 20. 
Pugh, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Nov17. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Roberts, Thos, Gt Percy-st, Clerkenwell, Slate Merchant. Nov 16. 
Comp. Reg Nov 16. 
nn Attercliffe, Sheffield, Grocer. 


N 
bat ong md eng Hy, Westbromwich, Stafford, Hosier, Oct 22. Comp 


Reg N 
Sale, Sam! Hodson, Riseholme-ter, Hackney-wick, Mining Agent. 
Oct 19. Comp. Reg Nov 16. 
Sansome, Joseph, Leonk Cabinet Maker, Noy 16. Comp. Reg Nov 20. 
a Saml, Monkwell-st, Comm Agent. Nov |. Comp. Reg 
Nov 
Sell, Dep gl Ward, & Richd Benj Austin, Dover, Tailor. Oct 19. Asst. 
Reg 
Slater, Thos ‘Asholt, Burr Wood Mill, Palos, York, Damask Manufac- 
turer. Oct 19. Comp. g Nov 16, 
Seance. Geo, Leeds, Cap Manufacturer. Oct 28. Comp. Reg 
Smut, Phos, Gleadlass, nr Sheffield, out of business. Nov 10, Comp. 
eg Nov 19. 
Spooner, Thos, Leicester,Gent. Oct 22, Inspectorship. Reg Nov 19. 
Starck, Axel, Leadenhall-st, Merchant. Oct25. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Stevens, Jas, East Peckham, Builder. Oct 27. Asst. = ov 7. 
Story, Thos Fras, Leeds, Gent. Nov 13. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Supe wen Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hosier. Oct 25. Asst. Reg 


Talbot, Win John, Crundy-st, Poplar, Chemist. Nov 16. Comp. Reg 
Tiddy, Edwd, Loughborough-pk, Surrey, Clerk. Nov 13. 
ariion, Wa, Church-st, Hackney, Draper. Nov 2. Comp. Reg 
Weems Hy. Bexley Heath, Kent, Grocer. Nov 13. Asst. Reg 


Ward, Jas, Ipswich, Suffolk, Builder. Oct30. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Wavell, <0) Gosport, Southampton, Grocer. Oct 26, Asst. Reg 


Nov | 
Webster, Lewis, > ti Manch, Joiner. Nov 10. 
Nov 5. 





Noy 13, Comp. Reg 


Comp. 


mp. g Nov! 
Whannan, Simon, poemene* rd, St George’s East, Clothier. 
Comp. Reg Nov 17 
‘Wheeldon, John Arthur, Stockport, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Oct 31. 


Asst, Reg Oc 
GBankrupts. 
Farpay, Nov. 16, 1866, 
To Surrender in London. 
‘Arnott, Thos Butler, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 12 (for 
a ae 3 atl. rR) Basinghall-st. 
wid, Back-rd, St George, Pawnbroker. Pet Nov 12. 
ie ot Leadenhal 8b. 
wd Geo, Lawrence- Ber Cheapside, Warehouseman. Pet 
Oct 9. Dec 5 at |2. Langford & Marsden, Friday-st, Cheapside. 
Barton, Philip Hy, Alfred-pL ‘bedgreen, Professor of Music. Pet Nov 
8. Nov 27 at 12. Oliver, King-st. 
ww, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt London. Pet Nov 13 (for pau). 


Dec 1 oe ll, Munday, Basinghall-st. 
Bull, ry ag oe Oxford, Coal Merchant. Pet Nov 10. Nov27 atl. Hayes 


Bye ‘Oliver, iter, Rankbookvé, West Dulwich, Dealer i in Precious Metals, 
Pet Nov 14. Decl at 12, Sweeting & Co, S 


Nov 








Cattley, Randolph, Clayton, Sussex, Gent. Pet Nov 10. Dec 3 at 1. 
Kidder & Willett, Calthorpe-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, 

Colebrook, Edwin, Plumstead, Kent, Journeyman Metal Fitter. Pet 
Nov 9. Nov 27 at 12. Eaden, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Cole, Jas Parry, Lanark-villas, Maida-vale, eacher of Music. Pet 
Nov 13. Dec 5at2. Briant, Winchester-house, Old Broad-st. 

Eungblut, Robt John, Cumberland-st, Caledonian-rd, Pianoforte 
Manufacturer. Pet Nov 9. Nov 27 at 12. Allen, Chancery-lane. 

Farrant, John Gatchell, New Brentford, Chemist. Pet Nov 13. 
28at2. Haynes, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Farley, Hy be yn Doers Kent, Butcher. Pet Nov 13. Nov 27 at 2. 

wrence & Co; 0 ld Jewry. 

Foat, Thos, Bilcbanters rd, Clarenden-rd, Notting-hill, Silk Mercer's 
Assistant. Pet Nov 14. Dec 3attl. Lindus, Cheapside. 

Fothergill, Mark, Gt Tower-st, Dealer in Chemical Manures. Pet 
Nov 14. Dec 10 at ll. Stanley & Co, Austinfriars. 

George, Jas Thorne, Sutherland-pl, Bayswater, no profession. Pet 
Nov 13. Dec5at2. Smith, Gresham-house, Old Broad-st, 

Haigh, Geo, Edgware-rd, Saddler. Pet Nov 14. Dee 5 at Il. Hall, 
Coleman-st. 

Halsey, Caleb, Winchester-st, Bethnal-greon-rd, Butcher. Pet Nov 10. 
Nov 27 at 1. Stevens & Co, Staple-inn, 

Harrison, Joseph, Catharine-ct, Seething-lane, Commercial Cl@rk. 
Pet Noy 14. Dec 5at12. Geach, Bedford-row. 

Howard, Hy Joseph Heron, Melbourne-pl, Bethnal-green, China 
Dealer, Pet Nov !. Dec 10 at 11. Shearman, Little Tower-st, 

Howell, Hy Jas Joseph, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Pet Nov 13. Nov 
27 at 2. Wild & Barber, Tronmonger-lan e. 

King, John, Crispin-st, Spitalfields, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 14, 
Dec 5 at 11. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Litown, Tobias, Duke-st, Aldgate, Old Iron Dealer. Pet Nov 12. 
Dec 3 at 12. Howell, Cheapside. 

Magnus, Joseph, Duke- “st, Aldgate, Clothier. Pet Nov 12.. Nov 27 at 
2. Murray, Gt St Helen’s. 

Martin, Hy, Ockham, Surrey, Farmer. Pet Nov 12. Dec 3 at 12. 
Simpson, Wellington-st, Southwark. 

Marsh, Jabez, Hastings, Sussex, Bootmaker. Pet Nov 13. Dec 1 at 
11. "Sweeting & Co, Southampton-buildings. 

Marsh, Wm Elliott, Victoria-rd, Holloway, Gent. Pet Nov 13. Dec 

Pet Nov 13. 


Nov 


3 at % Chidley, ‘ola. Jewry. 

McCord, Chas, Gravel-lane, Southwark, Greengrocer. 
Nov 27 at 2. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Millard, Georgiana Atkinson, Brighton, Sussex, Riding Assistant. 
Pet Nov 12. Deciat1l2, Birch & Gorton, Furnival’s-inn. 

Miller, Theodore Ear], Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 14 (for 
pau). Declatil. Dobie, Basinghall-st. - 

Mitchell, Richd, Drury-lane, Bootdealer. Pet Nov 10. Nov 27 at 1. 
Munday, Essex-st, Stand, 

Morley, Alfred, Malden-rd, Haverstock-hill, Builder. Pet Nov 12. 
Dec 5 at 1. Rodwell, Connaught-ter, Edgware rd. 

Noble, Wm Hamper, Southampton, Clerk. Pet Nov 14. Dec 10 at ll. 
Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st. 

Perman, my. Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 13 (for pau). Dec 
3at 11. Dubois & Maynard, Church-passage, Gresham-st. 

Purfeet, Alfred, Birchin-lane, Dentist. Pet Nov 12, Nov 27 at 1. 
Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Powell, Edwd, Maltb y-st, Bermondsey, Gent. Pet Nov 12. Dec3at 
1, Wellborne, Duke-st, London-bridge. 

Shearsby, Alfred, Soles ton-st, St. Pancras, Cab Proprietor. Pet 
Nov 13. Dec 5 at 2. Allen, Chancery-lane. 

Smith, Chas Alfred, George-st, Croydon, Bootmaker. Pet Nov 12. 
Dec 3 at 12, Parry, Croydon, 

= Geo, Amersham-villas, Lewisham-rd, Vocalist. Pet Nov 12, 

v 27at 2. Moss, Gracechurch-st, 

Vigeroma. Maria Arabella, Lansdowne-rd, Notting-hill, Lodging- 
house Keeper. Pet Nov9. Nov 28at2. R,& C. Gold, Serjeants’- 
inn, Chancery-lane. 

Walker, Joseph, Oatlands-pk, nr Walton-on-Thames, Bootmaker. 
Pet Nov 13. Dec 3at1. Durant, Guildhall-chambers, 

Waghorn, Jas, & Wm Waghorn, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Job Masters. 
Pet Nov 14. Dec5atil. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Watson, Caroline, Brighton, Boarding- house Keeper. Pet Nov 8. 
Nov 28 at 2. Harrison & Co, Uld Jewry. 

Willis, Michael, Thoydongarnon, nr Epping, Essex, Labourer. Pet 
Noy 10. Deo Sat 12. Goldrick, Strand, 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Askey, Wm, York, Beerhouse Keeper., Pet Nov 18. Sheffield, Nov 
28atl. Dyson & Roberts, Sheffield. 

Austin, Geo, jun, Cooling, Kent, Builder. Pet Nov 12, Rochester, 

Stafford, Colour Maker.. Pet Nov 14, 


Nov 26at2. Hay , Rochester. 
Bailey, John, jun, Hanley, 
Hanley, Dec 15 at 11. Litchfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
Beardmore, Joseph, Leicester, Tob i Pet Nov 12. Leicester, 
Nov 27 at 10. Durrant, Leicester. 
Blackburn, Geo, Brotherton, York, Greengrocer. Pet Noy 14. Ponte- 
fract, Nov 30 at 11. Jefferson, Pontefract. : 
Blagg, Wm, Birm, Greengrocer. Pet Nov 13. Birm, Dec 14 at 10. 


pole. Robt, Lpool, Hose Maker. Pet Nov 12. Lpool, Nov 27 at 11. 
T. & T. Martin, 1. 


Brannan, gy neh, Pigdealer. Pet Nov 13. Manch, Dec 5 at 
tl. Heath & Sons, Manch. 
Brassey, Wm, Litherland, Lancaster, Wheelwright. Pet Nov 13. 


Lpool, Nov 29 at 3. Kent, Lpool. 
Pet Nov 14.. Lpool, Nov 29 at 


ton, Wm, Overton, Flint, Farmer. 
12, Hampson, Man 

Cetti, Carlo Eust 0, Lpool, General Dealer. Pet Nov 10. Lpool, 
Nov 27 at 3. Walker, Wellington. 

Conway, John Wm, Coventry, Warwick, out of business. Pet Nov 10. 
Coventry, Nov 27 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Dodsworth, John, York, Painter. Pet Nov 12, York, Nov 29 at 11. 


Grayston, York. 

Dugey, Vavid, Longparish, nr Whitchurch, Southampton, Innkeeper. 
Pet Nov 14. Andover, Nov 26 at 1. Mackie, Southampton. 

Dunn, Thos, Bedford, Draper. Pet Nov 12. Bedford, Dec 11 at 3 
Conquest & Stimson, Bedford. 

Ellis, Richa, Heath, nr Farnham, Surrey, Journe Butcher. 
Pet Nov 12. Farnham, Noy 30 at 12. White, Guil 
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Fairbank, John Morpeth, Salford, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Nov 12. Manch, Dec 3at1l. Law, Manch, 
Francis, Danl, Cadoxton, Glamorgan, Teadealer.. Pet Nov 10. Neath, 
Nov 29 at 11. Cuthbdertson, Neath. 
Froggatt, Thos, Yarpole, Leominster, Hereford, Journeyman Thrash- 
g Machine Driver. Pet Nov 15. Birm, Dec 8 at 12. Lowe, Birm. 
Fryer, Th Thos, ew -on-the-Hill, Stafford, Joiner. Pet Nov 15. 


Birm, 
odson & Son, Birm. 


Furness, Seek, and Isaac Furness, Sheffield, out of business. Pet Nov 
12. Sheffield, Nov 28 at1!. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

ov am West Winch, Norfolk. out e Away Pet Noy 13, 

»Dec4atll. Wilkin, King’s 

Giliheen, 4 08 Tooley, Totnes, a ag Licensed 7T Victualler. Pet Nov 
13. Exeter, Nov 27 at 11. Floud, Ex 

Greenway, Jonathan, Hoarwith hy Hereford, “Wood Dealer, Pet Oct 29. 
Birm, Nov 30 at 12. Osborne, 

Hall, Geo, eo, 5 Gloacesier, Baker, Pet Nov 12. Bristol, Nov 
28 at 11. Plumber, W mb, 

Harker, Poet By, Tek. Painter Pet Nov 10, York, Nov 29 at 11 

Grayston, 

Harrison, Edwin, & Wm Young, Nottingham, Lacedressers. Pet Nov 
15. Birm, Dec 4 at 12. Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

Heath, Methley, York, Butcher. Pet Nov 13. Pontefract, Nov 30 at 
ll. Rie! n & , Leeds. 

Jobson, Wm, Gt Grimsb Lincoln, Joiner. Pet Nov7. Gt Grimsby, 
Nov 23 at 11. Beatnifis, G 

H tter, Jacques Ed hey Musician. 


ouard, Greenheys, Lancas' 

Pet Nov 12. Manch, Dec 4 at 9,30. Smith & Boyer, Manch. 

Jackson, Hy, Oldbury, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, Pet Nov 6. 
Birm, Nov 28 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Jackson, Edwd, Nottingham, Tinman. Pet Nov 14. Birm, Dec 4 at 
ll. Belk, Notting’ ham. 

Johnson, Thos, South Stockton, York, Builder. Pet Nov 14. Stock- 
ton-on-Tees, Nov 28 at 11.30. bson, Middlesbrough. 

Jones, Thos, Bangor, Carnarvon, Painter. Pet Nov 6. Bangor, Dec 
10 at 10. Edwards, Bangor, 

Jones, Sea Llandudno, Carnarvon, Saddler, Pet Nov9. Nov 26 at 
12, Williams, Llandudno. 

Judd, Wm, Andover, aoe’ Grocer. Pet Nov 10. Andover, 


Nov 26 at 11. Cave, Newbury. 
ae as By.) Tikle: York, Iunkeeper. Pet Nov 6., Leeds, Nov 29 


Wright & Waterworth, Keighley. 


Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Nov 10, Nov 27 at 10. 

Levy, Hy, Glamorgan, out of business. Pet Nov 7. Swansea, 

ng ae Ponlan Neread lai Be Som Hauli 
0s, Penlan-Ne relac organ, Haulier. 

Pet Nov 7. Swansea, Deo 5a at tengyiels as) 

Lowe, Jas, oa Haywood, Colwich, By "Sromee. Pet Nov 8. 
Birm, No ati2. James & , Birm. 

Main, aoe. Sketty, Swansea, — Victualler. Pet Nov 8. Swan- 
sea, Dec 5at 11. Morris, Swanse: 

Maen Jas, Brynhyfryd, , Sanses, Builder. Pet Nov 7. Swansea, 
Dec 5atll. Norris, Sw 

Mather, Mark, oe fankesper. Pet Nov 12. Carlisle, Nov 29 at 11. 
Wannop, Carlis 

McDowall, ooo Lpool, Journeyman Saddler. Pet Nov 5 (for pau), 
Lancas' ter, Nov 30 at 12. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Meredith, John, Oldswinford, Worcester, Bill Smopunter: Pet Nov 6. 
Birm, Nov 30 at 12, Price, Stourbridge. 

Moore, Wm, Nottin:; » Comm Agent. Pet Nov 12. Nottingham, 
Nov 28 at ll. Be’ ih, Sufi 

Munson, Simon, Ipswich, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 14. Ipswich, 
Nov 28 at 11. oore, 

gig er Bilston, Stafford, B rd, Baker. Pet Nov 14. Birm, Nov 28 at 

owen, 

Nicholls, Eliz Ann, "trisenal for thy 1 Stafford. Adj Nov 10. Birm, 
Nov 28 at 11. James & Gi 

Parkinson, Thos, Ypeell. ur Thirsk, ork, Farmer. Pet Nov 13. 
Leeds, Nov 26 at ll. Bond & Barwic! k, Leeds. 

Parkin, Hy, Burslem, Stafford, aan" Pet Nov 14, Hanley, Dec 15 


at 11. Tomkinson, Burs lem. 
Powell, Fredk, Shotter Mill, Frensham, Surrey, Grocer. Pet Nov 12 


Frensham, Nov 30 at 12. White, Guildfor ‘d. 

Richardson, Geo, Leicester, ter, Haberdasher, Pet Nov 15. Birm, Dec 4 
at ll. Harvey, Leicester. 

Rountree, John, Stockton, Durham, Cabinet Maker. ia Nov 13. 


Stockton-on-Tees, Nov 28 at 11. Clemmet, j jun, Stockto: 
Rowbotham, John, yw, mr Manch, Beer Dealer. Pet Nov 5. 
(for pau). Lancaster, Nov 30at 12. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 
—, Benj, —— Stafford, Potter. Pet Nov 14, Hanley, Dec 15 

a vs 
Setters, at Bookfasiegh, Devon, Baker. Pet Nov 13. Totnes, Nov 
27 2. Windeatt, Totnes. 


ht, Robt Franklin, Nottin; ight, Joiner. Pet Novi3. Birm, Nov 
at ll. Perey & Co, Not 
Thomas, Rees, Cardiff, Glam rgan, Weaver. Pet Nov 13. Bristol, 
Nov 28 at Ww & Phonnter, oer, Bristol. 
bes = gs es Middlesbrough, York, Seeens Keeper. Pet Nov 
itockton-on-Tees, Nov 28 at 11.30, Dobson, Middlesbrongh. 


wood, Wee Hy, Manch, Poulterer. Pet Nov 13. Salford, Dec | at 
Andrews, Manch, 
Woodie. Wm Hy, Torquay, Devon, Poulterer. Pet Nov 9. Newton 
Abbot, Nov 30at 11. Carter, Torquay. 
Woolliams, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Adj Nov 12. Birm, 
Nov 30 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm 
Wosley, Wm, Chasewater, Cornwall, Bootmaker. Pet Nov 14 Truro, 
Nov 28 at ll. Paull, Truro. 
Turspay, Nov. 20, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. é 
Bambery, John Jas, Greenwich rd, oe Tailor. Pet Nov 16. 
Dec 1 at 12. Munday, Basinghall-st. 
Battey, Chas, jun, Heath-cottages, Hanwell, Builder. Pet Nov 16. 
Dec 5at12. Hope, Ely-place. 
Bernstein, Jacob, Bedford-sq, Commercial-rd, East, Slipper Manufac- 


turer, Pet Nov 16. Dec i at 1. Steadman, Mason’s-avenne, Cole- 
man-s 





—————., 


bs two g Hh Prisoner os ~My London. Pet Nov 14. Dec 10 at 12, 

ison 

Cockell, Wm, Prisoter: Yor. Debt, London. Pet Nov 14. Dec] at 12, 
Pearce, Giltspur-st. 

Coffen, Emma, King-st, Hammersmith, out of business. Pet Nov 15, 
Dec 3 at2, ‘Whiting, New-inn, Strand. 

be rei Geo, Spencer-villas, St James’s-rd, roy ten, Contractor's 

English, rah, Edwa, Winniagtonepl, Dev Bi male by-Bow, J 

n wi n-) Dereae. romley-| ow, Journey: 
a m Butcher. Pet Nov 1 Deo 10 at I 


£12. Kent, non-st. 
Erntman, Geo, Mark-lane, Tailor. Pet Nov 16. Dec 3at 1, Lindsay 
& Mason, Basinghall-st. 


rary ny John Wm Hy, Bigb-st Clapham, Chemist. Pet Noy 2. 
Dec Rooks & Co, Eastchea) 


Pp. 

Fouracres, Samah Cranbourne - z eae Tailor, Pet Nov 12, 
Dec 5 at I. Brown, Basinghall-s 

Gurnham, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 14 (for pau), 
Dec 10 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st 

Hammond, Fras Jas, ane ocean, Dorset-sq, out of practice. 
Pet Nov 16. Dec 5at 12, Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Hanks, Josiah, Some: Berks, Farmer. Pet Nov 16. Declatl, 

Ford & Lloyd, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Houlder, Wm, foal sana’, Upper Thames-st, Vitriol Manufacturer. 
Pet Nov 13. aes at ll. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

ae A Robt Riddell, Old Kent-rd, Agent. Pet Nov 15. Dec 10 at 12. 

atson, Cannon-st. 

a... Stanley, Vulean-ter, Brockley-rd, New-cross, out of business, 
Pet Nov 12. Dec 5 at Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Levy, Geo Lewis, 8 teal for Debt, London. _— Nov 16 (for pau). 
Dec 10 hag 1, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-ga 

Mackenzie, David, l-st, Ship Broker. Pet Nov 14. Decl 

at 12, Billing, Chapel-ct, Poultry. 

Mitchinson, Thos York. Guilford-st, Russell-sq, Clerk. Pet Nov 15 

Dec 3 at 2. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Nurse, Cofric, New Bond-st, Coach Builder. Pet Now 13. Dec 5 atl. 
Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Reemet, Benj John, St Peter’s-rd, Mile-end, ~ Salesman. I'et 

15. Dectatl. Evans, John-st, Bedford-ro 

Sutton, Hy Merrison, Norwich, Draper. Pet Oot 23, Dec 5 at 1. 
Heather & Son, Paternoster-row. 

Townley, John Thos, Dean-st, Finsbury-sq, Funeral Furnisher. Pet 
Noy 15. Dec3at2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Whitlock, Fredk, Marcham, Berks, Baker. Pet Nov 14, Dec l0at1l. 

Pet Nov 16. 


eo 
le Aston, Oxford, Baker. 
atl. Facets & Co, Lincoln’s- inn-fields. 

om, Chas Anarene Jesse, Fenchurch-st, Wine nn omy Pet 

Nov 17. Dec5at1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Appioten: Hy, Bristol, out of business. Pet Nov 15: Bristol, Dec 7 at. 
12. Pigeon. 

Askey, Wm, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Nov 13. Sheffield, Nov 
28 atl. Dyson & i Sheffield. 

Beddow, Abraham, Tipton, ‘Stafford, Miner. Pet Nov 16. Dndley, 
Dec6at12. Wa gton, Dailey. 

Butler, Joseph, Darlaston, Stafford, Tailor. Pet Nov 13. Walsall, 
Dec 12 at 12. Brevitt, Darlaston. 

Campbell, Wm Fras, Scarborough York, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 
Pet Nov 3. Leeds, Dec 6 at 11. ond & Barwi ick, Leeds. 

Cuny, aon F Prisoner for Debt, Leicester. Adj Nov 12. Nottingham, 

c 4a 

Coleman, Hy awd, Mitcheldean, Gloucester, Apothecary. Pet Nov 
16. Bristol, Nov 30 at 11. Wilkes, Gionepaiar 

Coutts, Geo, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Plumber. Pet Nov 15, Tewkes- 

bury, Deo | at 10. Taynton, Gloucester. 

Cambridge, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 16, Cambridge, 

Dec 3at2. J , Cambri 

Davies, Hy, Manch, Publican. Pet Nov 16. Manch, Dec 4 at 11. 
Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Dowling, Hy, Porrswood, Southampton, ovt of business. Pet Nov 14. 
Southampton, Nov 28 at 12, Mackey, Southampton. 

Faulkner, Geo, Bridgwater, 
Bridgwater, ‘Dec 5 at 10. *Cook, j Bridgwater 

Firth, John, Huddersfield, York, elem Scribbler. Pet Nov 2. Hud- 
dersfield, Dec6at10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Gates, Geo Oliver, Bright. separa Jeweller. Pet Nov 15. 
Brighton, Dec 5 at1!. Lamb, Brighto 

Hancock, Hy, Leeds, Journeyman Stonemason. Pet Nov.13. Leeds, 
Dec 13 at i2, Harle, Leeds. 

Harry, Thos, Hendyisha, Liantrissant, Glamorgan. Adj Nov 13. 
Pontypridd, Nov 30 at 11. 

Thos, Birm, Writing Clerk. Pet Nov 16. Birm, Dec 14 


at10. East, Birm. 

Hetherington, Isaac, Irthington, Cumberland, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 
17. Brampton, Nov 27 at 3. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Hilbert, John Jackson, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, out of business, Pet. 
Nov 16. Lewes, Dec5atti. Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

Hoath, Geo, Under River, Seal, Kent, Carpenter, Pet Nov 16. Seven- 
oaks, Dec 3at 1. Palmer, Tonbridge 

a yy Wm, Newcastle-upon- osier. Pet Nov 15. Newcastle, 

i at 10, Prater ci Newcast! le-upon-Tyne. 

ae ao Grenneys, — out of business. Pet Nov 15. Manch, 
Dec3atll. Leigh, Manch 

Houghton, | Richd, St Helen’s, yrds Bricksetter. Pet Nov 15.. 
St Helen’s, Dec lat ll. Tyrer, Presco 

Keal, Mary, Lynton, Devon, inte, Adj Oct 22. Barnstaple,. 
Nov 27 at 12. h, 

Leahy, She Clifton, Carpenter. Pet Nov 14. Bristol, Dec 7 at 12.. 


Machin, ; Thos, Walsall, Stafford, Bricklayer. Pet Nov 17. Walsall, 

Dec 5 at 12. Glover, Walsall. 

Massey, Geo, Shobnall, Stafford, Joiner. Pet Nov 16. Burton-on- 
Trent, Dec 12 at 1. Tomlinson, Ashbourne 

m, Wm, Darlaston, Stafford, Boat Coe, Pet Nov 13 Walsall, 

Dec 12 at 12. Sheldon, Wednesbury 

Poole, Alfred, Rugeley, Stafford, Labourer, Pet Noy 16, Rugeley, 
Dec 1 at ll.” Wilson, Lichfield,’ 


Someres, Harness aber Pet Nov 17. - 
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“Quinnell Alfred, Bariion: B Bente, Lehowre. Pet Nov 8.. Petersfield, 
Nov 28 at 10. Soames. 
, Rees, Ni oo oa = Shoemaker. Pet Nov 15. 
Lpool, Dec 6 at 12. Dod, 
Rouse, Jas, Norwich, out o te el Pet Nov 15. Norwich, Dec 1 
atll. Sadd, Norwi 


rwich. 
ns, Geo, Wolstanton, Stafford, Bootmaker. PA Yor 12, wee 


fe SOLICITORS.—_OFFICE FOR PATENTS,. 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicitors at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ H&ndbook 
for tarennorete gratis on application or by letter. 





Snaatle-under-Lyme, Dec 1 at 11. Litchfield, 


suith, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Leicester. Adj Nov12, Nottingham, 


4 at I. 
‘guempion, Je John, Bristol, — of business. Pet Nov 17. Bristol, Dec 
Vat ll. ham, Bristol. 


Timmins, mee aoe “Tipton, Stafford, Provision Dealer. Pet Nov 13. 
,Decé6 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 
Thos, Oa Camborne, Cornwall, rommonger. Pet Nov 15.. Red- 
rath, 

walker, John, Wellingboroagh, Northampton, out ss ener Pet 
Nov 15. Welliagborongh, ¥ Nov 28 at 11. White, Northampto 
Walker, By J Ayling, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 10, Guild- 

ford, Nov 24at1. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 
Ward, Robt, Ashill, Norfolk. Pet Nov 7. Swaffham, Nov 27 at 10, 


Wilkin , King’s Lynn. 

Wardle, John, Huddersfield, Book- -keeper. Pet Nov 14. Huddersfield, 
Dec 6 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Whitehouse, Wm, Wrexham, Denbigh, Butcher. Pet Novl7. Wrex- 
ham, Dec 5 at 11. Rymer, Wrexham. 

Wilkinson, Wm, Greenheys, Manch, Commercial Traveller. Pet Nov 
15. Manch, Dec 4 at 9.30. Leigh, Manch. 

Wood, Hy, Kirkburton, York, Farmer. Pet Nov 15. Huddersfield, 
Dec6 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Wyatt, John, Coombe Raleigh, Devon, Farmer. Pet Nov 19. Exeter, 

5 at. Floud, Exeter. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, Nov. 16, 1866. 
a Walter Parker, Three-crown-sq, Southwark, Hop Merchant. 
lov 15. 


TuesDay, Nov. 20, 1866. 
Livy, Abraham, Artillery-st, Bishops tail Draper. Nov 16. 


Re’ 
Woodwell, John, Warfield, Berks, Builder. Nov 19. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. ! 
Po may be made in the first instance according tothe ollowing 


PrurosaL ror LoaN on MoBtTGacEs. 


Date. 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, er by 
anual or other payments) 

auanely Seles any ae am Serer and, if land er build- 
ings, state 

State what Life Policy (if we is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 


By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
CAN BE HAD AT THE OFFICE, 
OR THROUGH ANY BOOKSELLER, 


Price -3s, 6d. and 7s. 6d, 


CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
WEEKLY REPORTER 
CAN BE HAD AT THE OFFICE, 

OR THROUGH ANY BOOKSELLER, 

Price 3s. 6d. and 7s. 6d. 











IRST CLASS SUNDAY PAPER. — THE 
OBSERVER, established 1791, contains the fullest notice of 
every event of importance that occurs on the Saturday, together with a 
complete epitome of the news of the previous days. For the latest official 
and telegraphic information. as well as for original articles on every 
subject of public interest, The Observer has always been distinguished. 
Incan be obtained in the country by the early trains on Sunday morning. 
‘tice, unstamped, 5d. ; stamped, 6d.—Office, 170, Strand. 


ONEY.—Parties with good personal securities, 

willing to effect policies in a first-class life office, can have Loans 

Up to £2,000, at 5 per cent. Mortgages to any extent effected at 44 to 5 

-Aadrg on Freehold, and 5 to6 rer cent. on Leasehold property.—Apply 

C. Jones, Esq , 3, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-st, Tuesdays, 
ednesdays, und Friday 8. 








4 Sesmebenene 
ig SP sUnices MANUFACTURER. 
N?: 67, LUDGATE-HILL. 





HILLIPS & COMPANY’S TEAS ARE BEST 
AND ag sar agi” STRONG to FINE BLACK TEA, Is, 64., 
2s., 2s. 6d., 4d, Most Delicious Black Tea is now only 3s. 6d. per 
pound. age iiich, Rare, Choice Coffee, 1s. 4d., 1s. 6d., 1s.8d. PHILLIPS- 
& CO., Tea Mercuanrs, 8, King William-street, City, London, E.C. 
A price current free. Sugars at market prices. 

PHILLIPS & CO. send all goods Carriage Free within eight miles of 
No. 8, King William-street ; 40s. worth Free to any Railway 
Station or Market Town in England. Phillips -* tha oe = no agents, nor 
any connexion with any house in Worcester or S' 


IDMAN’S SEA SALT, the Substitute for Sea 
Bathing.—Astonishing results are effected by its daily use in 
rheumatism, — weakness, &c. For weakly infants it is the best 
strengthener extant. Sold by alk chemists and druggists, in and 
boxes of 7Ib., ialb., 28lb., 561b., and 1 cwt.—N.B. ,Particularly see that 
each package bears the words, % Tidman’s Sea Salt.” 


O EXECUTORS AND OTHERS.—Plate, Gold 
Trinkets, and Diamonds bought for the full value in cash by- 
- Established 163 Jew ellerand Watchmaker, 45, Southampton-row, Bloomsbury. 


IVERSITY OF LONDON.—Notice is hereby 
given that?the'tirst LL.B. Examination for the current Academical 
year will commence on Wednesday, the 2nd day of J anuary, 1867. 
By order of the Senate, 
‘ILLIAM B. ‘GARPENTER, Registrar. 











_ Beriingtee House, Nov. 22, 1866. 


HE SMOKER’S BONBON immediatel 
effectually removes the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from 
and Breath, and renders Smoking ag 
and wholesome. Prepared by a patent process, froma the recipe of an 
eminent physician, by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale and Export Con 
tioners, Bethnal-green, London. One Shilling per box; post free, 16 
stamps.—Sold by Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 
LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat-- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal’ 
to Sterling Silver. p Fiddle a Thread. King’s. 
s. a. s. d. 


£s. 4. d 

110 Oandl 18 0 0 
0 Oandi 10 0 1 t) 
110 Oandl 18 0 0. 
0 

o 





and 
e Mouth: 








Table Forks, per doz. . 
Dessert ditto ........20.. 
Table Spoons 

Dessert 


AIRE. co deccccce - | 0 Oand110 0 1 
Tea Spoons .....eee0002. O12 OandO 1s 0 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tee Spoon for+ 
warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


DROCESS SERVER.—H. Parton, 58, G eorge’s-road,,. 
Holloway. References to some of the first firms in the City. 


LAW PRINTING. ; 

ATES AND ALEXANDER, 

Law anv Pustic Companies Parnters, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages: 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Printing. 
They invite orders for— 

PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS~OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
And all Legal Documents. 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies. 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Auctioneers’ Catalogues, Posters, &¢, 


BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 
PER 4s, 6d. PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Price iF put To ACcouNT, 
B PAZCSrrcssese £220 0s. 42 Be Gd, £2 de Gd 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENBRAL PRINTERS 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 








50 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d 
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“LAW BOOKS LaTeLy posiisHeD sy WILLIAM MAXWELL, 
32, BELL YARD, TEMPLE BAR. 





8vo, price 16s., cloth, 
MITH’S (J. W.) LAW of ‘LANDLORD and 
TENANT, Second edition. By F. P. MAUDE, Esq., of the Inner 
Temple, Parrister-at- Law. 
8vo, price 10s. 6d., 
OUSTON’S STOPPAGE my  TRANSITU: a 
Treatise on the Law of Stoppage in Transitu, and incid ental on 
Retention and Delivery. By JOHN HOUSTON, of the Middle Temple, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








In one vol. 8v0., price £1, cloth, Second edition. 
REND & WARE’S RAILWAY PRECEDENTS. 
Precedents of Instruments relating to the Transfer of Land to 
Railway Companies. By H. T. FREND and T. HIBBERT WARE, 
Barristers-at-Law. Second edition, with a Treatise upon the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Acts. By DECIMUS STURGES and T. LL. 
MURRAY BROWNE, of Lincoin’ s-inn, Barristers-at- Law. 





n one vol. 8v0., price £1 ls. 6d., clo 
ROOM’ g LEADING CASES on ‘CONSTITU- 
TIONAL LAW: Constitutional Law viewed in Relation to Com- 
mon Law, and exemplified by Cases. By HERBERT BROOM LL.D., Bar- 
rister-at-Law, Reader in Common Law to the Inns of Court, Author of “ A 
Selection of Legal Maxims,” ‘‘ Commentaries on the Common Law,” &c. 
“* The author’s qualifications for his task are well known to all lawyers, 
and to many of the general public, from his previous works on ‘ Legal 
Maxims,’ and his ‘ Commentaries on the Common Law.’ He has clearly 
spared no labour in the production of this work, and there can be no 
doubt that he has presented to us a most important addition to the library 
of the constitutional lawyer and historian,”’— Atheneum. 
BROOM’S COMMENTARIES. 
hird Edition, price £1 11s. 6d., cloth, 
OMMENTARIES on the COMMON LAW, de- 
signed as Introductory to its Study. By HERBERT BROOM, 
LL.D., Barrister-at-Law, Reader in Common Law to the Inns of Court. 





vo, price £1 11s. 6d., cloth, 
pave SELECTION of LEGAL MAXIMS. 
Fourth edition. 





Price 7s, 6d., cloth, 
INDERWICR’S LAW OF WILLS. 
if ae LAW of WILLS as ADMINISTERED in 
the COURT of PROBATE in ENGLAND. By F. A. INDERWICK, 
Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


CRAIG’S ay te AS TO TREES AND WOODS. 
8vo, price 7s. 6d., cloth, 
EGAL and EQUITABLE RIGHTS and LIA- 
BILITIES as to TREES and WOODS. By RICHARD DAVIS 
CRAIG, Esq., one of Her Majesty’s Counsel. 








10, price 14s., 
AVIDSON’S "CONCISE PRECEDENTS in 
CONVEYANCING. Sixth edition. By C DAVIDSON, of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Esq., and M. B. STAPYLTON, of the Inner Temple, Esq., 
Barristers-at-Law. This edition has been carefully adapted to the ex- 
isting state of the law, and enlarged by the addition of upwards of 50 
new precedents. 





me. one vol., crown 8vo, price 6s. 6d., cloth, 
AW OF VENDORS AND PURCHASERS. 
UEST TON S FOUNDED onLord St. LEONARDS’ 
TREATISE on the LAW of VENDORS and PURCHASERS, De- 
signed and prepared principally for the Use of Students for the Bar, and 
Articled Clerks preparing for admission as solicitors. By T. BAKER 
MAY, of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


HAYNES’ OUTLINES OF EQUITY. 
Second edition; 12s., cloth, 
UTLINES OF EQUITY; being a Series of 
Elementary Lectures on Equity Jurisdiction, delivered at the 

request of the Incorporated Law Society; with Supplementary Lectares 
on certain Doctrines of Equity. By FREEMAN OLIVER HAYNES, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, and late Fellow of Caius College, 
bridge. 








HAWKINS ON WILLS. 

Price 10s. 6d., cloth, 
A CONCISE TREATISE on the CONSTRUC- 
TION of WILLS. By FRANCIS VAUGHAN HAWKINS, M.A. 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge 
‘rs In two vols. royal 8vo, price £3 10s., cloth, Haig 
fit OR’'S LAW OF EVIDENCE. — Fourth, 
Edition. A Treatise on the Law of Evidence, as administered in. 
England and Ireland; with Illustrations from the American and other 
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